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THE LAW OF SIZES 


Imagine being told by sales associates to stay out of their store 
because you're not thin enough for their clothes. And these 
aren't petty teenage girls. They're adult women staffing the 
counters of Argentina's toniest clothing boutiques. 

Given such attitudes, it's no surprise Argentina has anorexia 
and bulimia rates second in the world only to Japan. The 
situation is so bad that the provincial government of Buenos 
Aires has been forced to bring in sizing legislation. Typically, 
the largest size Argentinian fashions are made in is the 
equivalent to a US woman's size six. The unprecedented law 
now requires retailers to carry a range of sizes from at least 
а six through to size 14, with infractions resulting in fines 
upwards of $100,000 or outright closure. 

Fashion has never been about the masses. And the law is 
facing heavy resistance from haughty designers who feel that 
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they shouldn't be forced to make clothes in sizes that do not 
reflect the “spirit” of their collection. Consider the perspective 
of Karl Lagerfeld, who told The Telegraph that he creates 
“fashion for slim, slender people” because "those who are 
undisciplined become fat. There is something distasteful about 
their inability to control themselves. To be thin takes control 
and rigor.” 

Back in Argentina, the fashion police - literally - are out 
with tape measures in hand. But many campaigners for what 
has been dubbed the “law of sizes” are skeptical that the new 
legislation will be enforced. They suspect that the fashionistas 
would rather bribe officials than give up the allure produced 
through sizing exclusivity. For now, however, real people can 
genuinely expect to find something that fits, no matter what 
the sales person thinks. 

Erika Kumar 
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| look at women considered “perfect” in magazines and | 
wonder why | find them so boring. | compare them to women 
considered beautiful in previous times and find that there is 
such a marked deficit. A swarm of pop-bytes thunder through 
my mind: a six-minute abs commercial, Lisa Rinna's duck lips, 
Joan Rivers, fake breasts, calf implants, Mystic Tan. In contrast 
to the Platonic idea that the whole is greater than the sum 

of all its parts, beauty today is measured by fragmenting the 
human person and quantifying the perfection of each silly 
body part. 

My father commented after we saw Jennifer Anniston on 
television that he did not find her beautiful and barely pretty. 
Was GQ's “Woman of the Year" only a collection of perfect 
parts, like a restored vintage car? Piece by piece, she is 
without flaw: Straight wheat-dyed tresses, clear faux-tanned 
skin, sparkling blue eyes, ever-glossed lips, lean jaw line, 
the arms of an under-weight teenage boy, flat tummy, young 
looking bum, legs sans flesh = we've got a winner. Piece 
by piece, she rates close to perfect. But, from further away, 
perhaps at first meeting, is she gorgeous? Does she 
command an audience the way Sophia Loren still does? 


Is she a creature on par with Helen of Troy. Quite the opposite: 


she is a Mr. Potato Head goddess. 

In this age of Franken-beauty, there is an emphasis on 
isolated flaws as well as perfection. A beauty like Scarlett 
Johansson is confounding to many - she's chubby and lacks 


any pop-tart assets like never-ending legs, a long shiny 

mane, or a chiseled lower stomach. Put her next to Skeletor 
Teri Hatcher, and despite being a little scary, Hatcher would 
outscore young Johansson body part by body part. The irony 
of our youth-obsessed culture is that monied matrons are 
creating surreal standards of womanly beauty. They nip and 
tuck, and tuck and roll, until their forty-something bodies could 
fit into а life-size Barbie mold, Madonna and Demi Moore once 
had soft creamy figures - now they both look like fourteen 
year old boys with perfectly spherical surgically attached 
breasts and butts. 

Each new beauty plastique obsession has a single 
commonality - money. Every trend in modern beauty demands 
that time and money be invested. Whether it’s hair processing, 
skin care or fitness — each industry has an incentive to 
create absurd standards that require unnatural supplemental 
help. The first step to creating an úber-popular product is 
manufacturing a bodily flaw. Cottage cheese thighs on babies 
are cute. When did they become disgusting on a women's 
body? When is brown hair “mousey” and blonde hair “brassy?” 
When somebody makes money off of painting in another color. 

The next revolution in beauty will be when human beings, 
especially women, are viewed as a whole good. 

Maurna Desmond 
New York City, USA 
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TORTURE 


With the new and improved 
system of torture, as described 
in your May/June issue, 

we're bound to win the war 

on terrorism. If I was a jihad 
footsoldier and subjected to 
this brand of interrogation, 

I would easily divulge al Qaeda 
information or Osama bin 
Laden’s hideout. Oh wait, Pm 
only a footsoldier. I don't know 
jack shit. Oh well. No one has 
to know that. As long as they let 
me sleep for a few hours. 

I have a better idea. Let's 
throw orange coveralls on 
Donald Rumsfeld, strap him to 
a board, and dunk his head in 
water. He'll sing like a canary. 
And his information is probably 
more accurate. 

LEE ЕАКО 
Red Deer, Canada 


I was pleased to see that I 

am not the only one that is 
concerned with the re-emergence 
of fascism [“Is Right Wing 
America Becoming Fascist?" 
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Adbusters #65]. 

My family in Italy lived under 
fascism for 20 years, and from 
long conversations during visits 
over the past 45 years, I have 
learned to know it when I see it. 

Тат а 73 year old retired USAF 
General Officer with 38 years 
experience in the military. Гуе 
been a traditional conservative for 
most of my life, but these are not 
true conservatives. We are seeing 
a rebirth of what I call “Neo- 
Fascist Conservatism” around the 
world. And nowhere is that more 
blatant than in the US. 

току V. 
Austin, USA 


Eric Johnston’s article on the 
right-wing movement in Japan 
[Adbusters #65] was filled with 
current, insightful facts about 
Japan’s growing conservatism/ 
nationalism, but the situation 
isn’t all doom and gloom. The 
article didn’t touch on the equally 
growing popular movement 
against Japan’s right-wing leaders. 
For every step the country has 
taken to the right, there has been 
a strong reaction against it. While 
Japan did recognize Kimi ga yo 
as its official national anthem in 
1999, there were also hundreds 
of teachers who refuse to sing the 
song due to its wwii imperialist 
roots. More than 300 public 
schoolteachers in Tokyo are 
taking the educational board to 
court for shoving patriotism down 
the throats of the new generation. 
And a survey by the Japanese 
foreign ministry found that a 
whopping 80 percent of Japanese 
want its government to improve 
relations with China (dubbed 
the ‘devil’ in Johnston’s article), 
who Prime Minister Koizumi has 
enraged with diplomatic faux- 


CONNOR MCDONNELL 


pas since 2001. What's more, a 
good third of the pages in all of 
Yoshinori Kobayashi's manga are 
spent on defending his views from 
vicious leftist/pacifist criticism 
— a good indication of how many 
people buy his books, but don’t 
support his views (like myself). 
There is no doubt that things 
are looking worrisome in Japan. 
Nationalist and xenophobic 
rhetoric is touted by powerful 
media figures, and this rhetoric is 
starting to sway public opinion 
to the right. Still, they don’t 
represent those of most Japanese, 
who are neither pro-US nor 
hardcore nationalists but just 
ordinary people struggling to 
find their way in an increasingly 
troubled world. 
YUI ARAKAKI 
Vancouver, Canada 
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ISRAEL/PALESTINE 


I'd like to thank Joseph 
Freedman, Steve Silberberg 

and Nathan Tableman for 

their letters to the editor in the 
May/June Adbusters. These 
objective humanitarians were all 
bitterly outraged that Adbusters 
dared to speak on the obvious 
connection between Israeli 
interests and our invasion of Iraq. 
One of them was so outraged 
that he made a contribution to 
AIPAC, the fine lobby group that 
uses its substantial campaign- 
contribution/media spin powers 
to keep Israel’s ongoing violations 
of international law and the 
Geneva Convention a secret from 
the American public. 
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issue. 


CONNOR J. MCDONNELI 


Portland, USA 


In recognition of their sense 

of justice, I’ve just made a 
contribution to Amnesty 
International in all of their names. 
Maybe the action spurred by 
their letter writing will be 
responsible for freeing a prisoner 
currently being tortured in a 
secret Israeli prison. Thanks 
gentlemen, for the nudge to get 
me to do the right thing. 

LANCE DEL GOEBEL 

Manhattan, USA 


To the Israel-apologists who 
objected to your “Dual Loyalties” 
piece [Adbusters #64], I think 

it’s important to recognize that 


the Israel-Palestine conflict has 
always been and continues to be 
portrayed in terms of Palestinian 
antagonism and Israeli retaliation. 
Until I searched beyond the 
confines of the twisted lies 

and propaganda of American 
news sources, I was unaware of 
bulldozers leveling Palestinian 
homes with people still in them 
or Israeli soldiers murdering 
Palestinian children for throwing 
rocks. It’s a simple fact that 
mainstream American media is 
incredibly pro-Israeli. 

As far as justifying Israeli war 
mongering with the atrocities 
committed throughout US history, 
you forget the hypocrisy and 
irony of Israeli policy expressed 
throughout this conflict. 
Essentially the Jews are doing 
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the exact same thing that the 
Egyptians, Romans, Russians, 
and Germans did to them. 
MIKE POWER 
Chico, USA 


CANWEST GLOBAL 


Kudos to Adbusters for not 
caving in to CanWest Global 
[“The Media Carta Legal Battle,” 
Adbusters #65]. It’s worth adding 
that as part of the CanWest- 
affiliated Asper Foundation 
Lecture Series, revisionist 

Joseph Farah toured Canadian 
synagogues declaring that “there 
are no Islamic holy places in 
Jerusalem” while refering to the 
“so-called Palestinians.” The 
attempt to erase a 1300-year 
Islamic connection to Jerusalem 
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Cover from the latest 
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and deny Palestinians even their 
national identity may be as 
revolting as the Protocols of the 
Elders of Zion, but that didn’t 
prevent CanWest chairman 
David Asper from introducing 
Farah with the words: “He is an 
inspiration to us all 

Such “inspiration” colors not 
only CanWest’s editorial position, 
but also its news coverage. 

Ata large pro-Israel rally in 
Montreal a couple of years ago, 
a small group of anti-Zionist 
orthodox Jews staged a counter- 
demonstration across the street. 
I watched in disgust as a burly 
man from the pro-Israel rally ran 
over and attempted to tear from 
a frail-looking Hassidic Jew a 
placard that read, “Judaism Yes 
- Zionism No,” almost knocking 
him to the ground. A woman 
followed — her face contorted with 
rage - and shrieked “You should 
be dead!” to the group, which 
included three or four children, 
Dozens from the pro-Israel rally 
then joined her and encircled the 
anti-Zionists while screaming 
obscenities. Fearing violence, the 
riot police intervened and escorted 
the counter-demonstrators 
towards an underground garage 
for their safety. As they were led 
downstairs, members of the 
pro-Israel rally gathered on both 
sides at the top of the stairs 

and showered them with spit 
and garbage. 

This is what the Montreal 
Gazette readers learned the next 
day: “Pro-Israel rally targeted,” 
screamed the front-page headline. 
According to the CanWest 
reporter, an “ugly confrontation” 
took place - not after a mob 
crossed the street and assaulted 
the peaceful protesters but after 
the two groups came face-to-face. 
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My boyfriend took this photo last summer while biking to 
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Under a photograph of the 
anti-Zionists on the stairs (where 
they were covering their heads 
to protect them from the spit) 
was the following caption: 
“Pro-Palestinian supporters 
gesture yesterday while being 
escorted away by riot police.” 
This is “reporting,” CanWest- 
style. 
JOHN DIRLIK 
Montreal, Canada 


Witnessing the massive 
immigration protests in the US, 


from the South Shore to Montreal. It’s registered under 


ISABELLE PLANTE 
Montreal, Canada 


I felt a deep sense of joy - pride in 
the hearts of those who decided, 
essentially, that they would prefer 
to die on their feet than to live on 
their knees. 

The truth is there is no such 
thing as “you are either with 
us or against us.” That’s a myth. 
Show me the line where each 
of us is separate from anyone 
else, or anything else. It doesn’t 
exist, except in the limitations 
we choose to impose inside 
our brains. 

Like Chief Seattle says, the 





water in a river is the same water 
inside us is the same water inside 
a tree. 
PETER THEIS 
Mexico City, Mexico 


I live in Trinidad. It’s a country 
blessed with hydrocarbon wealth, 
but saddled with a government 
that has repeatedly ignored 
the wishes of the people. It has 
allowed a number of international 
corporations to set up in our 
country to exploit our natural 
gas resources at a pittance. 
Our environmental agencies have 
been sidelined and neutered 
by the government, the people 
are apathetic. 

Right now Alcoa is about to 
set up a huge smelting plant in 


Trinidad and we want to bring 
some kind of international focus 
on this issue. Trinidad isn’t a 
nation with a long history of 
successful resistance, so it’s 
difficult to get people to speak 
out against the smelter. 
Please help us. 

ROGER ROBERTS 

Port of Spain, Trinidad & Tobago 


As an enthusiastic reader of 
Adbusters, 1 was disappointed to 
see your potshot at Pope Benedict 
in issue #65. Snickering at his 
“yearning” to “return to simple 
absolute truths,” you comment 
“Frightened populations have 
always craved simple ‘truth’ and 
ruling authorities have always 
been happy to provide it.” 

Making such a dogmatic claim 
in the process of denouncing 
those terrible “Other People” 
who are dim enough to make 
dogmatic claims is a real 
accomplishment either in 
conscious satire or in unconscious 
irony. Do adherents of the 
Adbusters philosophy not believe 
that they are right? Do you really 
suppose that absolute claims are 
not absolute as long as they are 
made about your particular brand 
of belief or unbelief? 

Sniping at the Holy Father’s 
humble confidence is definitely 
barking up the wrong tree. He 
is a far closer ally than you 
obviously grasp. 

RICHARD BERNIER 
Montreal, Canada 


The piece you're referencing 
wasn’t meant to be critical of 
the Pope. In fact, Benedict's 
thoughts on the “dictatorship of 
relativism” are quite profound 
and compelling. 

- Eds 


SKATEBOARD CULTURE 


I appreciated that Maria 
Hampton took the time to 
explore the many facets of the 
Nike/skateboarding phenomenon 
[Adbusters # 65]. The only 
problem is that she seems to 
understand skateboarders about 
as well as the corporations 

do. Nike hasn't brainwashed 
skateboarders, and don't let some 
thirty-something art director 
from an angry company that's too 
punk for it's own good tell you 
any different. Real skateboarders 
aren't buying Right Guard 
because the commercial 

is “extreme” - a word they shun, 
by the way. And they scoff at 

the idea of skateboarding in 

the Olympics. 

The fact is, they buy Nikes 
because they realize that they're 
good shoes to skate in. And 
because they recognize that 
every other “skateboard” shoe 
manufacturer has pretty much 
just been ripping off Nike's shoe 
designs anyway. 

Nike didn't win some epic 
battle by infiltrating our culture; 
we allowed them in. And we will 
send them packing just as quick 
if they start slipping. We did it to 
Airwalk. Remember them? 

JOSHUA HIGGINSON 
Grand Rapids, USA 


Over the past decade and half, 
the focus has moved from the АСТ 
of skateboarding to the FASHION 
of skateboarding. For every dollar 
spent on skateboards, ten are 
spent on shoes or clothing. 

Back in the day (i.e. the 705 
and 805), skaters wore Nike 
because they worked well for 
skateboarding. They didn’t feel 
they needed to market to skaters. 
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Obviously, with the incredible 
success of DC, Vans and Etnies, 
Nike felt they needed to get 

on board. 

The transformation of Nike 
within skateboarding has been 
pretty remarkable. I was at the 
skateboard trade show when 
“Don’t Do It” stickers were 
handed out. As I recall, the Nike 
booth was dismantled after a 
day or so. Embarrassed, Nike 
left early to no doubt get back 
to the drawing board. 

With about $14 billion in 
revenue, Nike can afford to 
sink a huge amount of money 
into skateboarding. And it’s 
paying off. In the lastest issue of 
Transworld Business, Nike is the 
number one ranked brand on the 
logo wars chart. If you Google 
“skateboarding,” Nike comes 
in at number five. Then there’s 
the skate shops that are thriving 
due to Nike’s limited distribution 
approach. My sense is that within 
five years, Nike will completely 
dominate skateboarding. 

MICHAEL BROOKE 
Publisher, Concrete Wave 
Thornbill, Canada 


Recently, I was part of a crew 
shooting market research 
meetings for Nike with the big 
advertising firm here. I watched 
in mute dismay as the faux 
happy hipsters droned on about 
their great plastic shoes and 

the progress they’re making in 
branding every environment 
where runners might trod. 

They interviewed locals at a 
ladies’ athletic clothing salon, 
not revealing their corporate 
identity until the end, asking them 
how they “feel” about their 
shoes, what “personality type” 
their shoes might be. 


But, pernicious as all this is, 
these marketeers went further. 
We showed up at a local high 
school and interviewed groups 
of student athletes during class 
time and I thought, “Is no one 
safe from these people?” I could 
only wonder what Nike had 
provided the school in order to 
get at the kids. 

On the way back to the ad 
agency, the cameraman asked me 
what my problem was with Nike. 
Т elaborated somewhat and he 
failed to understand me but tried 
to rationalize it by saying “Look, 
ignore all that, we’re just making 
an honest living.” 

“Oh no we're not,” I 
responded. “It’s just a living. 

A living where we leave our 
principles at the door.” 
К.А, RYAN 
Austin, USA 


PROZAC 


A few years back I worked in the 
central warehouse that handles all 
of the United Kingdom’s lost and 
returned mail. The job involved 
returning unopened letters with 
external return addresses and 
opening other mail in order to 
attempt to find an address for 
returning items deemed valuable 
or important. 

All sorts of interesting things 
used to pass through our hands, 
such as the year’s story lines for 
major TV serials, unreleased CDs 
and government mail. One day 
I received a government report on 
the safety of using Prozac. Having 
once been prescribed Prozac I 
kept the report on my desk for 
a while to read through it. 

The confidential report had 
been put together with the help 
of US government agencies and 


stated clearly that it was not for 
publication. It looked at the link 
between Prozac and extreme 
violent behavior in young people, 
specifically major school incidents 
across the US. It mentioned 
particular cases where kids had 
gone to school with fire arms 
and killed their fellow classmates 
before killing themselves. 
Apparently, in many of the 
cases of school shootings the 
perpetrators had been prescribed 
high doses of Prozac and the drug 
was considered a contributing 
factor to the outbursts. Given this 
link between Prozac and suicide 
and uncharacteristic violence, 
the report recommended that the 
government withdraw Prozac 
from use in the UK. 

Anonymous 


Working as a postal clerk out here 
in the suburbs of Los Angeles, 
Irun into many older folks who 
recall when postage was just 

a few cents. And I can’t help 

but wonder to myself, “What 
happened to those days?” 

Oh sure, as the cost of living 
improves, the cost of basic goods 
goes up as well. Also, decades of 
inflation have occured since then, 
driving up the price even more. 
But there are more sinister things 
than historical economics to 
explain all this away. 

For instance, the price of bovine 
growth hormone that's given to 
cows to make them bigger, giving 
ranchers a better return when 
their cows go to market. Or the 
price of hormones given to female 
cows to keep them perpetually 
producing milk. And the price 
of the chemicals used to bleach 
our white bread, so it will look 
more appealing. 

Food shouldn’t be all about 


profit. So we, as consumers, 
should demand that our food 
be as clean and as pure as it can 
be. Why should we get ill so that 
businessmen make more money? 
CHRIS GRANHOLM 
Camarillo, USA 


I find much solace in your 
lovely mag. I've always been an 
anarchist at heart myself. I want 
to break out of a box of sorts 
and I hope you may be able 

to help. 1 am a business man. 
Unfortunately that is the only 
way I have found to support 

my family. I make maps. Pm a 
photogrammetrist. And I’m very 
good at what I do. 

Ten years ago I walked off the 
job. Since then, I've had difficulty 
finding fulfilling work. 

When I made maps I worked 
for governments, engineers, and 
land developers. I walked off 
the job at a time when I was 
working оп a map for some damn 
oil company. I was mapping 
wonderful mountain jungles in 
Peru. It was the first time I had 
ever seen aerial photos of the 
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Earth with absolutely no footprint 
of modern humanity, no sign of 
the Bad Animal for hundreds 
of square miles. There were 
indigenous people living under the 
huge wonderful tree canopy, but 
they didn’t need roads. They used 
animal trails and streams to get 
around, still unseen from above. 

I was informed that over 60 
percent of the project’s budget 
was going to the Peruvian Army 
to suppress “resistance” to the 
project. That was enough for 
me to get out. I simply couldn't 
continue the assignment. Now 
I face the need to feed my family 
while working in the field I love 
without having to compromise 
my values. 

Making maps is one of the 
oldest professions on Earth. 
I have set up the most state-of- 
the-art system that I could 
build, spending many tens of 
thousands of dollars. I have a 
wonderful little mapping lab built 
in my living room with a huge 
computer system. 

But I don’t want to go back to 
turning farms into subdivisions. 
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Along, cold look at the shifting 
fortunes of art and commerce in 
a post-Warhol universe. 


There must be another way. 
The detailed intelligence I can 
provide would be useful to an 
organization looking to reign 
in corporate and government 
abuse. I can study anything going 
on behind anyone’s fence. I can 
measure areas and volumes of 
both man made tanks and pits, 
holding areas, quarries, all to 
exacting details. I want my 
maps to help society. We are 
already looking into working 
on projects to help rebuild 
the hurricane-ravaged Gulf of 
Mexico. | especially would 
like to help rebuild the 
Gulf's ecosystems. 

As for that company I was 
working for when making 
the maps in Peru, they now 
make ortho photo maps for 
California cities so they can 
search through peoples’ back 
yards and look for code and 
permit violations. 
They use Gis and the ortho 
maps to see who built pools and 
put in fences without permits so 
they can go out and hassle them. 
I would rather make maps that 
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#63 BIG IDEAS 2006 

Asurvey of the cultural, political, 
technological and environmental 
shifts to watch out for this year. 


were used to hassle corporate 
offenders. 
PHILLIP MOL 
С-1 Aerial Surveys Inc. 
Sycamore, USA 
www.glsurveys.com 


The good news here is that three 
of my local McDonald’s are 
closing down. I’m not sure 
what’s stranger - that they’re 
closing down or that I had 
three McDonald’s that I would 
consider ‘local.’ 
STEVE GOLDBERG 
West London, UK 


I participated in this year’s TV 
Turn Off week. It was very weird 
to have nothing on the tube, but 
I did read more and found things 
to do. Hell, I started taking yoga. 
I was surprised how much a 
person can do if you don’t worry 
about when your favorite TV 
show comes on. 
RODRIGO CASTRO 
Los Angeles, USA 


I'm obese and on Zoloft, so I 
can't read your magazine. I just 
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#64 SPIRITUAL POLLUTION 
Dual loyalties; coming of age 
with androids; a new model for 
non-profits. 


stare at my TV searching for 
meaning. 
Anonymous handwritten 
comments on a returned 
subscription card. 


Remember how succulent life 
was as a child? Playing outside 
with friends, hide and seek, kick 
the can, spin the bottle, truth or 
dare. Why do people so often 
look back on their childhood 
and tell children that those are 
the best days of their lives, those 
were the easy days, those were 
the carefree days? I think a lot of 
it is about experience. You were 
a participant in life, living in the 
moment, loving those around you 
unconditionally, enjoying life as it 
was meant to be lived. 

MICHAEL DOBBINS 

via email 


LETTERS 
EMAIL: editor@adbusters.org 
FAX: 604.737.6021 
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Vancouver BC, Canada v6H 187 
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#65 TORTURE 

American fascism; eight 
economists talk politics; 

the death of skateboard culture. 
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VIRTUAL INTERACTION HAS BECOME A REAL FORCE 
to be reckoned with. The social networking site 
Myspace.com - now under the ownership of Rupert 
Murdoch's News Corporation - has estimated 
annual revenues of about $200 million, with more 
than 70 million users. Online romance sites fetch 
$500 million a year via services that range from 
the broadly targeted Match.com to specialty sites 
like GoodGenes.com - Юг high-earning but lonely 
Ivy Leaguers. Meanwhile, MMORPGs (Massively 
Multiplayer Online Role-playing Games) like 
World of Warcraft (with 4.5 million subscribers) 
land Lineage (2.2 million) rake in billions of dollars 
offering online fantasy universes to groups of players 
who pay monthly subscription fees. These games, 
with their potential for round-the-clock interaction, 
йге responsible for much of the talk of “video 
Бате addiction." 
fast as the influence of virtual communities 

has grown, a body of thought condemning its 
corrosive effects on society has sprung up as well, 
from both mainstream and academic sources. 
Sociologist Zygmunt Bauman, for instance, 
sees nothing to be amused about in a tendency 
towards what he calls “liquid life,” arguing that 
technologically mediated interaction leads to a fluid, 
detached relationship to real-life others. “Virtual 
relationships . . . set the pattern that drives out all 
other relationships,” Bauman laments, with reference 
to internet dating, “That does not make the people 
Wwho surrender to them happy. You gain something, 
you lose something else." 

Bauman’s reflections on the poisonous effects 
lof mediation fit into a lineage of radical, Marxist- 
inflected European thought, from Paul Virilio’s 
recent indictment of the modern obsession with 
informational speed, which, he argues, renders 
thought impossible, to Guy Debord’s apocalyptic 
reflections on the “society of the spectacle,” to 
Theodor Adorno and Max Horkheimer’s withering 
lattack on the Hollywood “culture industry” as the 
tool of an incipient fascist consciousness. In fact, 
the critique of technology is such a persistent motif 
in modern thought, that one has to ask the question 
аз to what ideological function it itself serves. 

One thing is certain about these critiques: The 
blanket condemnation of technology has little to 
Чо with authentic Marxist thought. For Marx, 

chnological innovation was always both bound up 


with exploitation and alienation, and at the same 
time a locus of radical potential. Its character is not 
static, serving one interest, because technology is 

a product of society and society is a field split by 
contending interests. 

Unless it takes this into account, the intellectual 
condemnation of technology becomes a case of 
tilting windmills, doing battle with abstract concepts 
like “liquid life” rather than a specific set of social 
arrangements, perpetrated by certain kinds of people, 
and thus soaking up radical energy that could be 
better directed. The gloom of this type of thought is 
merely the flipside of economics, which sees technical 
innovation as eternally benevolent. 

A vaguely alarmist 2004 New York Times article 
by Brent Staples condemns the lure of virtual 
communities, arguing that teenagers who spend too 
much time online substitute fantasy interactions for 
socialization that is important to their emotional 
development. But it’s important to emphasize that the 
problem is the user, not the tool. For other groups, 
particularly those with comparatively few real spaces 
for interaction - such as divorcees - the internet 
often serves as a valuable conduit towards actual, 
committed relationships. 

More importantly, in the face of ills that are 
authentically society-wide, blaming technology is 
a deflection. Even if the detached nature of virtual 
relationships is, as Staples argues, connected to 
“symptoms of loneliness and depression,” this leaves 
unanswered the obvious question as to what, then, 
the attraction is, aside from some mystical appeal 
of gadgetry. Is the popularity of mediated, “liquid” 
relationships a matter of some placeless postmodern 
condition? Or is it driven by concrete societal 
pressures having to do with life in a corporate- 
controlled world: the overdeveloped individualism 
that is a product of omnipresent consumerism; the 
lack of time for a real social life brought by endemic 
overwork; or the impatience with human flaws that 
stems from advertising’s degradation of sexuality. 

The former of these two explanations makes for 
better apocalyptic pronouncements; the latter, a 
better starting point for political intervention. The 
medium may be the message, as Marshall McLuhan 
liked to say - but it doesn’t have the final word. 


Ben Davis is an art critic and activist living in 
New Yor! 
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ALJAZEERA REVERSES THE FLOW OF INFORMATION 


Donald Rumsfeld fumed over it and George Bush wanted 

to bomb it. Now, Aljazeera plans to go global, in English. 
Aljazeera International (АЛ) is coming to a television near 

you - sort of іп a bid to counter the 24-hour global news 
dominance of Western media giants that monopolize the living 
room of America. Ал managing director Nigel Parsons told 

а newspaper in Qatar that his station wants to “reverse the 
flow of information.” The former Associated Press Television 
director also told Reuters that “US networks are mostly owned 
by big business interests and have come under tremendous 
pressure from this administration. They are akin to the Soviet 
media in the 70s.” 

By June, АЛ hopes to be beaming live as the world turns 
from its broadcast centres in Kuala Lumpur, Doha, London and 
Washington D.C. 

But is anyone watching? Not in America. People watch 
murder mysteries and buy-more-stuff channels, not the news 
of the world, the thinking goes. As of May, the news channel 
had yet to find a satellite or cable backer to get it into the 
US mainstream. Ал may only get the booth at the back of 
the room near the exit where dish subscribers with boosted 
channel packages roam. 

Curiously, АЛ has distribution deals in Europe, Asia and 
Africa, But, believing money trumps politics for the capitalist, 
АЙ plans to ride Aljazeera's global brand recognition to 
convince advertisers and distributors that they can attract 
lucrative American eyeballs. The channel is expected to reach 





INSIDE THE ALJAZEERA NEWSROOM IN DOHA, QATAR. 


80-100 million homes with an audience of around 50 million 
people globally, Parsons told Reuters. 

The Qatar-based channel, funded by the emir Sheikh Hamad 
bin Khalifa al Thani through the Ministry of Finance, has 
hired prominent Western journalists from the BBC, CNN and 
CanWest Global to fill out its ranks. Included is Josh Rushing, 
the former mouthpiece for the US military featured in Control 
Room, a documentary about Aljazeera and the гад war. 
Rushing quit the Marines after the Pentagon objected to his 
performance in the doc. He will be reporting from Washington. 

J.B. 





scope,” said the Independent Regional 
Radio group in a submission to Coonan. 
IRR represents about one-third of 
broadcasters in rural areas. 

Over 80 percent of Australians 
already believe media ownership in their 
country is concentrated in the hands 
of a few rich families, according to a 
2003 Australian social attitudes report. 
The Sydney Morning Herald reported 
in February that new ownership rules 
would cut media owners in the Sydney 
market to five from 12. 

While Coonan has launched 
= іп her own words - an abbreviated 
consultation phase on the reform 
package, many political watchers Down 


Under suspect most of the details 
were worked out behind closed doors 
with major corporate players. While 
the media reforms touch on a wide 
array of areas, relaxing ownership 

rules seems to be on the minds of 
Australia's corporate media elite. APN 
News & Media chief executive Brendan 
Hopkins has said the ownership. 
changes need to be made a priority, 
and it is easy to see why. APN owns 23 
daily newspapers across Australia and 
New Zealand, including New Zealand's 
largest daily, The New Zealand Herald, 
along with more than 100 non-daily 
newspapers. It's also Australia’s’ largest 
radio broadcaster with stakes in 12 


metropolitan radio stations in Australia 
and 117 radio stations in New Zealand 
through an equal joint venture with 
US radio behemoth Clear Channel 
Communications. 

According to a recent BBC report, 
Rupert Murdoch is licking his chops 
in anticipation of the relaxed rules 
- hoping to bolster the presence of 
his News Corp in the Australian market. 
Several companies, including the 
Sydney Morning Herald and Ten 
Network (the country's third ranked 
network) could be swept up in the 
ensuing buying spree. 

JB. 


FAKE NEWS REVISITED 


You may recall the furor last year 
over the proliferation of video 
news releases (VNRs) ~ fake “news 
segments” sponsored by corporations 
and government to be broadcast by 
television stations, And you wouldn't 
be faulted for thinking that the 
embarrassing attention had convinced 
news stations to stop using VNRs. 

Remarkably, VNRs are still around, 
and though they date back to the 1980s, 
they have never infiltrated the media 
to the degree that they do today. With 
that in mind, the Center for Media and 
Democracy carried out an intensive 
ten-month investigation that followed 
36 VNRs broadcast by 77 television 
stations - which collectively reach half 
the population of the US. In almost all 
cases, the stations gave no disclosure 
that the “news” they aired was actually 
PR material, nor did they balance it 
with independently-gathered footage 
or basic journalistic research. The study 
also revealed that more than one-third 
of the time, stations aired the pre- 
packaged VNR in its entirety. So next 
time you see a news item on car safety, 
keep in mind that it may have been 
scripted by General Motors. 

Jenny Uechi 





LAMB SPAM 


Near the Dutch town of Skarsterlan, hidden among the pastoral beauty of the 
northern Netherlands, the sheep are busy conspiring. Their cunning scheme? 
To bring you the lowest prices on hotel reservations. 

In April, Hotels.nl became the first Dutch company to take advantage of ап 
opportunity to slap its name on waterproof blankets for the purpose of advertising 
on livestock. Designed by Leiden-based East Green Promotions, the blankets are 
Currently being distributed to farmers, who doll their sheep up in exchange for an 
undisclosed share of the ad revenue. 

For its own part, the town of Skarsterlan does not seem particularly enthusiastic. 
Soon after the ad blankets made their appearance, Hotel.nl found itself on the 
receiving end of a €1,000 daily fine for violating the town's ordinance against 
advertising along the highway. Unrepentant, Hotels.nl plans on fighting the ban. 

Meanwhile, Easy Green Promotions is exploring strategies for expanding into 
other countries and onto other species of livestock, apparently unaware that the 
same rule that applies to bestiality should also apply to advertising on animals. 

- namely, that if it can't say yes, you'd better not fuck it. 
Clayton Dach 


THE ULTIMATE NEWS SELLOUT 


This past April, New York's The Daily News replaced its cover story - about an NYPD 
cop thought to have been fatally poisoned by Ground Zero pollution - with a front- 
page ad for Mazda. Upon initial glance, the move didn't look too out of sorts. For 
years, newspapers have wrapped their covers with ads that, once peeled off, reveal 
the real front page, with the day's most important story. But the 
difference this time was that the Mazda ad was the front page. 
There was nothing for readers to peel off. 

Although newspapers sell their back covers, the front, a 
paper's most valuable real estate, was considered sacred, 
and The Daily News set a dangerous new low. It's yet another 
indication that ads are more important than news. 

Maria Hampton 


DAILY NEWS 
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HOW TO CONTROL MEXICO 


They have been called the fifth arm of the Mexican 
government. Grupo Televisa and TV Azteca, the two lumbering 
media leviathans that control 94 percent of the country’s TV 
stations and attract 95 percent of viewers, recently received 

a gift from the Mexican government. There were protests and 
howls of public outrage, but nothing could stop the passing of 
what was derisively called the “Televisa Law.” It allowed the 
companies to expand their services into digital and onto the 
internet without having to fork over a single peso, and made 
it more difficult for smaller media companies to break into the 
television market. 

Despite the politically charged atmosphere of a country in 
the grips of a heated campaign for the presidency, none of 
the leading candidates and their parties dared oppose the 
law. There were even rumours legislators backed the law in 
exchange for bribes and sugar-coated news coverage of their 
respective parties’ presidential candidates. 

Such is the power of the two media companies that vacuum 
most of the country’s television ad revenues. According to 
College of William & Mary professor and Mexico expert George 
Grayson, “The law was а Christmas gift for the two companies. 





AUSSIE MEDIA SHAKE-UP 





AUSTRALIAN PRIME MINISTER JOHN HOWARD (L) AND MEDIA TYCOON RUPERT MURDOCH 
AT A US CHAMBER OF COMMERCE DINNER. 





They have so much influence, they basically wrote the law.” 
For decades, Televisa monopolized the Mexican television 
landscape and its tentacles reached deep into the Institutional 
Revolutionary Party (PRI), which ruled Mexico for 70 years until 
Vicente Fox broke their hold. It currently controls two-thirds of 
Mexico's television stations, four national channels, the largest 

domestic cable TV company and the only satellite TV service. 
It also owns an array of Mexico's 1,400 local and regional radio 
stations through Groupo Radio Centro. 

TV Azteca emerged in 1993 after its publicly owned 
predecessor was sold under then-president Carlos Salinas de 
Gortari. The president's brother gave the man who bought the 
company a $30 million loan, TV Azteca operates two national 
channels and several local stations. 

The toxic stranglehold that Televisa and TV Azteca have 
оп Mexico's media landscape is part of a wider ailment that 
permeates the Mexican economy. From phones to beer, goods 
and services in Mexico are controlled by a small number of 
companies creating immense wealth for a few - Mexico has 
10 billionaires - while almost half the country lives in poverty. 

Jorge Barrera 





The Australian government wants to 
give its citizens “a richer and more 
diverse media environment” by 
loosening ownership rules to allow 
more foreign and cross-ownership of 
media. Australian Communications 
Minister Helen Coonan said in a March 
14 speech that the changes were 
necessary to usher the country from 
the dinosaur age into the digital age. 
But local media activists and 
independent broadcasters fear the 
loosened laws will create media 
monsters. “The real intent of removing 
the cross-media rules is to enable some 
existing media companies to increase 
profits through economies of scale and 
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THE BLIND SPOTS OF AMERICAN JOURNALISM 


There are a number of forbidden, 

no-go areas of the American political 
landscape that are really starting to hurt 
the nation. 

Take the Iraq war, for example: three 
years into the conflict, the mainstream 
US media has yet to come up with a 
single intimate portrait of an insurgent. 
We don't know who these people 
are, what motivates them, and why 
they continue to fight with such ferocity. 
We are instead presented with 
nameless, faceless evildoers who kidnap 
people and cut their heads off. That's 





it. This shallow portrait reveals how 
terrified Americans have become since 
9/11 about confronting the “Other.” 
Another glaring blind spot in the 
media is the Zacarias Moussaoui affair. 
Here we have a man - crazy as he 
may well be - whose lucid comments 
about how people like himself are 
fueled by misguided US foreign policy 
cannot be dismissed. Same goes for 
his statement that America has not 
learned a thing from his trial. па 
‘strangely profound way, Moussaoui 
is right on the button. How many 
Americans have dared to confront their 
political past? How many know that 
the invasion of Iraq in 2003 was not 
an isolated incident, but, in Stephen 
Kinzer's words, “the culmination of a 
110-уеаг period during which Americans 
overthrew fourteen governments that 
displeased them for various ideological, 
political and economic reasons?” 
How many Americans have seriously 


considered the notion of “blowback,” 
the unintended consequences of their 
government's international activities? 

In the days after Moussaoui was 
sentenced to a supermax prison, family 
members of 9/11 victims and the 
American media kept congratulating 
themselves on how this man will “die 
with a whimper” in jail and "never get 
a chance to speak again.” They would 
have been better served to look deeper 
into why so many like him are willing 
to die to prove their resentment of 
America’s politics. 

This inability to see through to the 
heart of things reveals a weakness in 
American public discourse which does 
not bode well for the foreign policy 
challenges - Iran, South America, 
Palestine - that lie ahead. If journalists 
don't start probing deeper, Americans 
may soon find themselves in yet 
another bloody collision like the one 
that blindsided them five years ago. 

Kalle Lasn 


А NEVER-ENDING COMMERCIAL BREAK 


The line between what's ап ad and what's a TV show just got 
a little more blurry. In their bid to keep ahead of wily viewers 
able to skip commercials, corporations with products to sell 
are re-branding themselves as TV producers. 

While commercial breaks and, in North America at least, 
product placements have been a fact of life since Tvs wore 
bunny ears, it is the ad-zapping abilities of new digital 
technologies such as TiVo that have sparked the more 
insidious encroachment of filler into content. 

Soon viewers can look forward to a weight-loss reality TV 
show from, rather unsurprisingly, the manufacturers of the 
Trimspa diet pill; a new definition of soap opera courtesy of 
Unilever's AXE bodywash; and - we're not kidding - a Big 
Brother for homeless cats, brought to you by Meow Mix. 

“It's not about putting [the product] everywhere anymore,” 
Laura Caraccioli-Davis, director of product placement firm 
Starcom Entertainment told Business Week. “It’s about getting 
viewers to lean in and pay attention, and then connect with 
them in other ways.” 

Stuart McLean, co-president of JWTWO Entertainment, 


which is currently making Unilever's pseudo-series, told the 
New York Times, “Delivering the show . . . allows the brand to 
be the star of the show.” 

Not only are corporations able to use the extended airtime 
of a “commissioned” TV show to craft messages so veiled that 
viewers don't even notice they're essentially watching one 
big ad, they can then sell ads around the, well, ad. And the 
production costs for a half-hour episode often work out as 
better value, or at the very least a safer bet, than garnering 
15 seconds sandwiched between Janet Jackson's breasts at 
the Super Bowl. 

ТУ networks benefit from advertiser-generated content too. 
This route not only precludes the risk of producing provocative 
vehicles that could offend advertisers, but corporations foot 
part, or all, of the production costs, frequently agree to buy big 
blocks of advertising on other shows in return, and often plug 
the episodes in their print and TV ads, boosting ratings. 

So everyone wins, except for viewers who are naive enough 
expect something authentic on their television screen. 

Maria Hampton 


THERE 15 A CHILD IN MY DAUGHTER’S PRESCHOOL 
hat everyone dislikes. She hits, pushes, slaps, and 

throws a fit every time she doesn’t get her way. Alll of 

the t ers at the preschool dread having this wild 
hild in their class. She's constantly being disciplined 

jor sent to the office for being disruptive. Her mom 
has been notified multiple times in regards to her 
hild’s poor behavior. 

Speculation from parents and teachers alike as to 
what ails her ranged from App to genetic disorders. 
I imagined the parents to be self-centered 
workaholics who had children as a matter of course, 
and then abandoned them to expensive daycare to 


manage their child rearing. This is somewhat typical 
in the high-priced area where we live. 

I met the mom recently at a class party and she 
shattered all my preconceived notions. We talked 
for quite some time and she was thoughtful and 








articulate. She worked only part time and mostly late 
ас night so she could be there for her two kids. Her 
older daughter was in second grade and in the second 
year of a program for gifted children. She spoke 
lopenly about the problems with her youngest, even 
seemed mystified, as her older daughter had always 
been easygoing and cooperative. 

At my daughters fourth birthday party it became 

lear just what was going on. The entire class was 
invited to our home for the celebration. We supplied 

rafts and a magic show, and a yard complete with 

swing set/jungle gym structure as well as a full-size 
playhouse with kitchen. But all this wasn't enough 
for the problem child. Bored by the offerings, she 

ent upstairs and into my daughter’s closet and 

roceeded to try on clothes. Her mother and I 
became aware of this when my daughter came to 
те in tears. 

I immediately asked for the child to take off my 
daughter’s favorite princess dress and return it to 
the closet. The child threw a fit. “NO! I don’t want 
to!” she screamed. Her mother stood beside me and 
sighed heavily but said nothing. Nothing. I repeated 
my request and the girl continued screaming that 
she wanted to play dress up, that she wasn’t going 
[to take the dress off and I couldn't make her. Her 
Imother looked at me, sighed again and shook her 
head. In a nice, pleasant tone she suggested to her 
daughter that perhaps she could take the dress off 

nd maybe play dress up after the party was over. 
till, the girl refused. 

I couldn't believe it. If it was my daughter, I would 
have instantly given her a time out, then demanded 

һе apologize for speaking that way and for using 
hings that didn’t belong to her without permission. 
f she didn’t cooperate within one second she would 
have lost privileges like playing dress up or watching 

. And every subsequent second that passed that 
һе didn’t comply, she would lose more privileges for 
longer periods of time. 

I felt awkward disciplining the child with the 
mother standing right there but I didn't know what 

Ise to do since the mother wasn't doing anything. 
In a very low voice I informed the child if she didn’t 
take the dress off I would do it for her. By my tone 
the girl knew I was serious and she acquiesced. She 
literally threw the dress at me and ran off to play 
with the other kids. And her mom let her. She didn’t 
chide the child for her poor behavior. She looked at 
me and shrugged as if to say, “See what I have to 


deal with?” Then she said she was sorry. She was 
sorry. She didn’t oblige her daughter to apologize. 
It’s no wonder her child is a raving lunatic brat. 

I see this again and again — parents who do 
not consistently discipline their children and then 
wonder why their kids are out of control. They take 
parenting classes that are taught by psychologists 
who tell them with authority to be supportive and 
encouraging. In general this is good advice, but it is 
not necessarily the solution to children whose greater 
interest is pleasing themselves, 

Most of us are born solipsists. We have to learn to 
consider the world outside ourselves, to cooperate; 
but this must be taught. It has been said that it takes 
a village to raise children. But I don’t want to be part 
of a village where the parents are clueless, or even 
worse, couldn’t care less. 

Theld a Cub Scout meeting at my home a few days 
ago. One of the moms came an hour late and her son 
missed out on making rockets. He was so angered 
by this that he went up to his mom and slugged her, 
hard, in her shoulder. Then she apologized to him for 
being late, and turned to me to justify his rage with 
some lame excuse about how hard it was for him to 
transition. It took all my will not to step in, demand 
he apologize, and subject him to a time out. 

I didn’t restrain myself last night at a Pack meeting 
with 50 other children, when the same boy became 
disruptive. Several parents stood in a tight circle 
scowling and complaining about the boy’s poor 
behavior, and the child’s parents were too busy 
talking to other parents to notice. I got so annoyed 
at the boy’s constant goading of the kids around 
him that I took him by the hand and pulled him 
aside and told him to knock it off. The mom came 
over moments later and challenged me for possibly 
overreacting. All the other parents looked away. 

Hiding in the land of the three monkeys - covering 
eyes, ears and mouth — will not help our children 
learn to integrate and create a thriving society. 
Though parenting offers many rewards and 
challenges, one of the least appealing aspects is 
constantly reiterating the seemingly endless list of 
rules. But as hard as this is, it’s mandatory. Social 
standards apply to all of us - if not, we have a 
society in chaos, and eventually no society at all. 



















J. Cafesin’s second novel Reverb will be published 
by Double Dragon Press in 2007. 


TWO KINDS OF STUDENTS 


WITH GRADUATION, 12 LONG AND TEDIOUS YEARS OF 
consistent and boring education have come and pass. 
Each student has their own unique experiences to 
remember for the rest of their lives. 

Where are you going to be ten years from now? 
Living in the gutter fishing out quarters that fall into 
pot-holes, or living in a gigantic house and driving 
а monstrosity of an suv? You've all heard it before, 
“Life isn't easy, and you've got big choices to make." 
Yeah, yeah, we get the point. We've been living under 
our parents’ roof enjoying 
free rent, home cooked 
meals and no taxes, and 
all of a sudden everything 
is going to change. This 
doesn't mean, however, 
that we don't know how 
hard life is. 

There are two kinds of 
students that come out 
of high school: those that 
had a good time, and those 
that didn't. Those students 
that suffered torment and 
abuse from others have a 
story to tell that everyone 
should hear. They deserve 
the greatest credit of all 
- for finding the courage 
to get out of bed every 
morning, go to school and 
be themselves, and resist all 
urges to end their suffering. 
It was hard being the 
one with the big glasses, 
no friends, and no good 
times to reminisce about. 
The conformist hand that 
reaches out and grasps as 
many students as possible 
missed you. You stood up 
against all odds and pushed your way through. 
You got beat up a couple times, cried at night, and 
burned your yearbooks when you finished school, 
but in the end it truly is worth it all. 

You walked up to those steel school doors every 
morning after getting off the bus and saw a prison, 


this one. 


DREAM WHATEVER, JUST 


KEEP‘ DRINKING 





Last week we were talking about ads in English class. For 
homework we had to make an anti-ad so I came up with 


where everyone has been doing hard time for a 
decade. You knew every day that you were going to 
be mocked, cast away and forgotten. You thought to 
yourself that it doesn’t matter what they say or think; 
but it did. Your parents and teachers said, “Sticks 
and stones may break your bones, but words can 
never hurt you.” They were wrong. Words will do 
more harm then anything else ever will. 

You made your way down the halls being pushed 
into lockers, tripped, and had garbage thrown at 
you, but you endured it 
every day. The others, 
they indulged in your 
anguish, they were feeding 
off of it. They had friends 
to impress and egos to 
sustain. They didn’t 
care that two nights 
ago you wrote a suicide 
note. Why would they? 
They’re popular, beautiful 
and perfect. 

You thought you were 
ugly, stupid, an alien, the 
black sheep. You weren’t 
though. In fact you were 
better then everyone else. 
You were the alien because 
you had the guts to be, 
because you knew there 
was more to life than the 
clothes you wore, the 
make-up you had on, 
and the stuff you bought. 

This modern pop 
culture - obsessed with 
perfection and devoid of 
all originality - has such 
a far-reaching effect that 
it is almost impossible to 
avoid it. 

Was it worth getting beat up? Was it worth it 
to spend your nights alone? Was it worth it to be 
no-one? Yes. 


— ши 


ГА ф. | 


Anonymous, Spain 


MARK LAYCOCK 
Innisfield, Canada 


Send your spoof ads to artdirector@adbusters.org. 


CITY SCHOOLS THAT WORK 


‘Twelve teens congregate on the 
Pavement outside the Network Charter 
School in Eugene, Oregon and laugh 

at their teacher as he wobbles on a 
skateboard. "I hadn't been on a board 

in 20 years,” says physics teacher 

Keith Hatch, “but riding is a good way to 
explain velocity and acceleration.” 

His students think so, too. Once 
crowded into a 35-desk classroom 
fronted by a teacher responsible 
for educating 250 students a day, 

NCS students thrive in a program 
‘that mandates small classes and 
experiential learning. 

"We created NCS to offer students 
а network of hands-on, community- 
based programs and small classes,” 
says director Andy Реага. “Small 
school districts lacking funds for 
alternative education programs can 
create more capacity and save on 
infrastructure investment by networking 
with community groups, education 
organizations, government agencies, 





and local businesses with existing 
facilities and expertise.” 

Using resources throughout the 
community, the school's curriculum 
integrates themes of social and 
environmental sustainability, culinary 
arts, multimedia and animation, 
and recycled material art. 

Historically, alternative schools have 
raised pedagogical hackles. Critics 
approach voucher programs, which 
use taxpayer money to underwrite 
private school tuition, with particular 
vehemence, citing them as fatal to 
public schools. However, alternative 
‘schools in cities such as Eugene and 
Milwaukee suggest otherwise. 

Fifteen years ago, Milwaukee began 
an experiment in education, based 
оп the use of school vouchers. Small 
private schools like CEO Leadership 
Academy, with 125 high school 
students, flourished. “I noticed right 
away how many people were smiling 
in the hall,” says Elliott Barnes, a CEO 


freshman. “In my public school, when 
a stranger smiled at you there, you 
started worrying.” 

Instead of floundering, Milwaukee 
public schools rose to the challenge 
presented by their smaller, private 
Counterparts. Power shifted from 
central school administrations to 
individual schools, resulting in the 
termination of inadequate teachers and 
retention of those who, like Keith Hatch, 
have a gift for engaging students with 
fun, creative lessons. 

Following the skateboard 
demonstration, Hatch prepares a 
lesson on projectile motion and energy 
conservation. But rather than bury 
themselves in textbooks, his students. 
gather recycled lumber from a local 
materials exchange warehouse and 
build small-scale models of ancient 
trebuchets, with which they launch golf 
balls. “Learning through experience 
is more fun for them,” Hatch explains, 
“and more fun for me.” 

Melissa Hart 


AVAILABLE NOW! 

ORDER ONLINE: www.adbusters.org 
OR BY PHONE: 1.800.663.1243 
CDN/US $125.00 plus shipping 


HEY TEACH ~ Inspire your students to break out of the media- 
consumer trance! Adbusters’ Media Empowerment Kit will 
help your students jump over the great divide between passive 
consumption and the empowered production of meaning. 
Designed as a flexible, multimedia teachers’ aid, the kit 
features 45 modular lessons, including personal challenges, 
group activities, discussion starters, eye-opening readings . . . 


* lesson binder with photocopy-friendly removable sleeves 
* DVD chock full of still images and video clips 

* five large full-color posters 

* Adbusters special media literacy issue: "The Game of Life" 
* 2006 Spoof Ad Calendar. 
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EACH OF US IS BORN WITH A TRUST FUND. IT CONTAINS EXACTLY ONE LIFETIMES WORTH OF ATTENTION 
- EVERY LAST SECOND THAT YOU WILL BE AWAKE AND ALERT ENOUGH TO BE USING YOUR SENSES. 


YOU CAN DO ANYTHING YOU WANT WITH THIS TRUST FUND. IT CAN BE SPENT ON ACTIVITIES THAT 
IMPROVE YOUR MOOD, PRODUCE PERSONAL INSICHTS, FOSTER CONNECTIONS WITH YOUR LOVED ONES 
AND GUARANTEE FUTURE ADVANTAGES. OR, IT CAN BE SQUANDERED ON THINGS THAT OFFER NEITHER 
ENJOYMENT, NOR SOCIAL BENEFIT, NOR PERSONAL GROWTH. 


IT'S UP TO YOU. JUST REMEMBER THIS: ONCE IT'S SPENT, IT'S GONE FOREVER. 


WWW.MEDIACARTA.ORG 7 
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THE MEDIA САВТА LEGAL BATTLE: CHARGING AHEAD 


“Molasses in January” is the phrase that often springs 
to mind when reviewing.the progress of any piece of 
complex litigation. Certainly, there have been times 
during the course of the Adbusters Media Foundation’s 
lawsuit against several of Canada’s largest media 
corporations when we were left waiting, for months on 
end, in what seemed like agonizing slow-motion, for the 
other shoe to drop. There were even moments when we 
feared that the other shoe had disappeared altogether. 
Imagine our surprise then when we realized that things 
have really been picking up steam over the last couple 
of months. In April, the new Adbusters legal team at 
Bull, Housser 8, Tupper Пр made a decision to streamline 
the case in order to focus our attentions on the two 
key defendants: the Canadian federal government 
and CanWest Global Communications, the country’s 
largest and arguably most notorious international 
media corporation. Adbusters’ statement of claim was 
subsequently amended and updated, releasing the 


other defendants. 

Soon after, by letter, both the federal government 
and the CanWest defendants informed the Adbusters 
legal team that they will not be proceeding with 
preliminary motions to strike our claim. The motions had 
been originally intended to prevent the litigation from 
proceeding to a trial based on the legal merits of our 
argument, with the defendants asserting that Adbusters’ 
claim was not one known to law. While the defendants 
are asserting that they reserve their right to bring these 
motions in the future, their withdrawal at present means 
that the case is one big step closer to trial. 

Although the relative speed with which things have 
been chugging along is refreshing, it would probably 
be foolish to get too accustomed to this new pace. 
We expect a long, complex, and unfortunately quite 
expensive struggle ahead. Are we ready for it? For sure. 
Do we think we are going to win? Absolutely. Are we 
going to need your support? Without a doubt. 


Some of the reader feedback recently 
sent to us regarding the case: 


Гат a resident of the Greater 
Vancouver area and based on first-hand 
experience, | could not agree more 
with what Adbusters is attempting to 
do via their lawsuit. The detrimental 
amount of both indirect and direct 
influence CanWest Global has over 
the information and perspectives that 
a large majority of Vancouverites get 
is troubling. This media consolidation 
needs to come to an end before it gets 
any worse - if that's even possible. 

A. Way 


1 can only hope that іп my own country, 
the US, we see the growth of likeminded 
movements. It requires that the people 
realize what's being done to them — 
that their freedom is becoming more 
and more just an illusion. That may be 
one of the hardest parts of the battle. 
Robert Maxwell 


In Australia, we have recently had our 
media-ownership laws relaxed. This 
legislation passed with hardly any 
dissent. We become more like America 
every day. But we can do something 
about it. Keep talking about the things 
that matter, try to bring them to 
people's attention. | hope Adbusters 
wins their case. 

Tom Е 


You're fighting for so much more 
than equitable advertising space. The 
Precious symbols of culture that fall 
outside the corporate systems, from 
indigenous peoples to family-owned 
farms, are deeply invested in your work. 
You're fighting for so many unable to 
fight for themselves. 

John Oliver 


When your foes have a lock on the 
communication lines, how do you 
convince the government to break 
up these media conglomerates? 


And how do you tell the population they 
are being fed distorted half-truths, or 
outright lies? The fight for fair media 
coverage can be compared to David vs. 
Goliath. Adbusters, you've just given us 
our sling. 

David Grant 


Lam 16, from Australia, and already feel 
that this country's media is pathetic. 
All | ever hear in the news is either 
American or to do with celebrities. 
It's disgraceful. | hope you win your case 
and that you're still around when my 
kids are my age. 

Reece Hart 


The global media should be challenged 
wherever it exists. If one is not 
monitoring the media, then one must 
disconnect the TV and the radio. Close 
the doors on the signal and tell others 
to do the same. I've not watched TV for 
three years and 1 don’t miss a thing. 
Patrick Quinn 


“IF CANWEST WINS, CANADA LOSES.” 
DOWNLOAD THE STICKERS NOW AT WWW.MEDIACARTA.ORG 
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In theory, competition is a win-win situation. It breeds progress, adaptation and constant 
improvement so that competitors can keep pace with their rivals. Some people would go 
so far as to say that great countries like the US and Great Britain were built on the spirit 
of competition. 

Then there's another kind of competition, the one that most of us are currently living. 
Cutthroat and cannibalistic, this 'dog-eat-dog' version of competition pervades our 
modern economic, social and ecological system. Far from being win-win, this competition 
makes losers of us all - this message is evident in films like Hubert Sauper's Darwin's 
Nightmare and Fernando Meirelles’ City of God. 

The ‘star’ of Darwin's Nightmare is the Nile Perch, an invasive species that was 
introduced to Tanzania's Lake Victoria during the 1960s. A vicious predator, the Nile Perch 
not only killed off all the native fish in the lake, but also became a pillar of Tanzania's 
economy as a lucrative export fish. Some applaud the Nile Perch as an economic 
blessing, creating thousands of jobs for locals in the fish industry. One detail: the fish 
are transported by Russian cargo planes that return to Africa full of weapons. 

In City oF God, Lil’ Zé (real-life druglord Zé Pequeno) is the human equivalent of the 
Nile Perch, preying on-the slum residents of Rio de Janeiro. No sooner than he arrives in 
the favela that serves as the setting of City of God, Lil’ Zé systematically Kills the weaker 
bosses in his area and takes over their drug trade - a lucrative business that employs 
100,000 minors in the city. Rocket, the film's narrator and hero, muses that Lil’ ze would 
have been “man of the year” if drug trafficking were legal. Here, too, firearms are brought 
to the slums in exchange for drug money. . 

From a Darwinian perspective, the Nile Perch and Lil’ Zé are survivors: as winners of 
the evolutionary game, they deserve to celebrate the spoils of their victory. Both films, 

















however, point to the horrific conditions in which these victories take place. In Darwin's 
Nightmare, the locals live in abject poverty, driven to scavenging and prostitution due 

to the lack of jobs outside the fish industry. Meanwhile, Lil’ 285 favela is filled with drug 
addicts and gun-toting adolescents, many of whom will not live past the age of twenty. 

While the ‘losers’ in these movies die violent, premature deaths, the winners undergo 
а kind of psychological death that numbs them to the suffering of others. The teenage 
killers in City of God laugh as they pump bullets into helpless victims, while suit-clad 
politicians remain willfully blind to the misery outside of their sanitized office. In one of 
the most apocalyptic scenes of Darwin's Nightmare, a woman stands barefoot in a grey 
field of maggot-infested fish, picking scraps that would later be eaten by locals who are — . 
too poor to afford fish filets. More than sheer survival instinct, it takes a genuine sociopath 
to accept such situations in the name of victory, yet this is exactly what the characters. 
in the movie do for survival — often with no malice. Sauper notes, “Individual participants 
within a deadly system don’t have ugly faces, and for the most part, no bad intentions 
Same of us are ‘only doing their job’ . . . others simply fight for survival." 

Interestingly, both Darwin's Nightmare and City of God begin and end with meek 
“individual participants” who are at once peripheral and central to this evolutionary 
struggle. Sergey, a Russian pilot in Darwin's Nightmare, perpetuates the system by 
carrying fish and arms between Africa and Europe. Rocket, meanwhile, threatens to break 
it by exposing the drug war in City of God to the mass media. Like billions of people on 
Earth, they are pawns in the destructive cycle, and also the only ones who can bring 
an end to it. Sauper and Meirelles give deliberately open endings to their films, leaving 
audiences to contemplate whether they will choose to become winners or losers, 
bystanders or resistors in this mad era of competition. 

Jenny Uechi 

















FIELD NOTES FROM A CATASTROPHE 


Elizabeth Kolbert traveled the world in search of the truth 
about global warming, and the inauspicious title of her latest 
book reveals that she wasn't terribly comforted by her 
findings. In Fields Notes From a Catastrophe, Kolbert combines 
scientific analysis with the human face of climate change 

- through vignettes of people she meets along the way, as well 
as her own personal observations — to warn readers about the 


consequences of rising temperatures. 


She reflects on the fate of the Alaskan village of Shishmaref, 
where residents are bracing for the distinct possibility that 
early spring thaws and storm surges may force them to move 
from their centuries-old home, She also describes the splitting 
houses and “drunken” trees that tilt on account of Alaska’s: 
melting permafrost. At a research station in Greenland, Kolbert 
finds a large puddle in her tent. Further south, she visits 
floating houses in Holland - where the Dutch are preparing to 


possi 


A global rise in temperature of three 
degrees centigrade will put a further 
400 million people at risk of hunger, 
destroy half of the world’s nature 
reserves, and cause cereal crop yields 
to fall between 20 and 400 million tons. 

That's according to the UK's chief 
Scientific Adviser Sir David King, but will 
his dire predictions prompt any change 
in the response to global warming? 

The short answer 15 no. Arguably, 
climate change 15 too big an issue for 
one piece of published information to 
make any dramatic difference. But the 
long answer is that King's comments, 
based on computer modeled predictions 
for the British Government, will have 
some impact, as they add to the ocean 
of research and figures that fuel the 


I keep hearing scientists making bleak predictions about the imp. 
but their lack of conviction leaves me unimpressed. If there are scien e 
who genuinely believe a scenario in which a multiple-meter sea rise in oi 
Bie, then it’s their duty to sound the alarm in a much more urgent ma 
done. I’m talking press conferences, op-ed pieces, backing or becoming polit 
boycotts, mass resignations, organizing marches, all the way up to civil disol 
Because if I was a scientist and I felt the Earth was about the be rocked by cat: 
events, I hardly think the current response would be sufficient. 


global conversation over climate change 
and what should be done about it. 

Still, they weren't greeted with the 
unanimous nod of agreement from the 
green lobby one might expect. "We do 
have some concerns over David King's 
arguable defeatist attitude,” says Martyn 
Williams, the Senior Parliamentary 
campaigner for Friends of the Earth in 
London. “From time to time he can be 
rather ambitious about what we need to 
до... King is a scientific advisor, not a 
political advisor.” 

Climate change is at the top of the 
political agenda on both a domestic and 
international level. It was, significantly, 
опе of the main topics for discussion at 
last year's G8 Summit in Scotland, and 
both opposition parties in the UK have 













change a focus for industry. 

Beleaguered Prime Minister ТОП) 
Blair might have attracted praise as an 
international advocate for addressing 
climate change, and is on track to hit 
his Kyoto Protocol targets for 2008- 
2012. But his self-imposed 1997 target 
of securing a 20 percent drop in CO, 
emissions by 2010 is looking shaky. In 
fact, government data shows that since 
he came into power, carbon dioxide 
emissions have risen by 1.9 percent in 
the UK – making King's predictions all 
the more realistic. 

Deborah Bonello 


HOW DO WE WIN THE PLANETARY ENDGAME? 


Ecological collapse, mass extinction, epidemic disease, global 
drought, crop failure, desertification, famine 

That's the global-warming whirlwind that we're about to 
reap, a majority of the world’s climate scientists say, unless 
we act very quickly. 

It all seems just so daunting, so unutterably overwhelming, 
that it's tempting to succumb to the narcissism of paralysis, 
panic and despair. So, if you're one of those people who are 
resigned to the prospect of a climate-change apocalypse, 
here's what you should do. 

1. Shut up. 2. Get out of the way. 

As for the rest of you, you can join those people all over the 
world who have decided that we actually can and will steer 
this ship of Earth well clear of the shoals ahead. There really 
are solutions to the crisis, and they're readily available to all 
of us. 

True, the United States, Canada and Australia have betrayed 
the rest of the industrialized world by thumbing their noses 
at the greenhouse-gas reduction targets set out in the Kyoto 
Protocol. But 163 nations have ratified the treaty. And in a 
perverse twist of luck, the first-round "rich nation" target of 
bringing greenhouse-gas emissions back to 5.9 percent below 
E 1990 levels has actually been met - mainly because so many 
294 _ of Russia's Soviet-era factories have fallen apart. 

|: The European Union, meanwhile, has established а carbon- 

ling system to keep within its targets, and some countries 













ts geothermal power resources and is investing heavily in 
hydrogen engines for its transportation sector. The country 
plans to be oil-free by 2050. There is good news from the 
climate change front, — 








towns, and counties have pledged to meet ог beat Kyoto's 
targets. In Britain, Newcastle - the city formerly famous for its 
coal mines - is going even further, with plans to become the 
world's first “carbon neutral” city. 

Individuals, too - especially North Americans and 
Europeans - can make enormous contributions to the struggle. 
Just trading in an SUV for a hybrid-fuel vehicle is an act that 
reduces an individual's CO, emissions by 70 percent. Most 
of us could easily exceed our per-capita Kyoto obligations by 
“lifestyle” changes so minor we wouldn't even notice. 

All over the world, new and effective initiatives are 
springing up that offer industries, corporations and individuals 
the capacity to radically scale back their net contributions to 
global warming. “Carbon offsets” is just one method. Every 
time you take an airplane, for instance, you can offset the 
greenhouse-gas impact of your flight by investing a small 
amount of cash in a developing-world green-energy project. 

These small acts of defiance against institutional climate- 
change intransigence will not win the war against global 
warming by themselves, but small acts of defiance can and 
will make a difference. They always do. 

Yes, we have to hold government accountable. Every single 
politician, at every level, must be called to account, every day. 
But that’s not going to be enough. 

So don't wait. Don't cling to the faint hope that climate- 
change skeptics might be right. And don’t go all bleary-eyed 
and useless about humanity's mistreatment of the mother- 
goddess Gaia, either. Those are peacetime activities. 

And this is something very much like war. 


Terry Glavin is a regular Adbusters contributor whose most 
recent book is Waiting for the Macaws and Other Stories from 
the Age of Extinctions. 











We have come to a 
point at which the 
scientific artifice 
we have built into 
economics has 
nearly displaced 
our true object 
of study. At this 
point, we have only 
one chance lft lo 
avert ecological 
catastrophe: a shift 
in the sce печу. 
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M — is a question I often get asked. Here is 
M a cautionary tale for anyone who still has illusions. 
ЙА friend of mine teaches economics at Cambridge, 
England. Recently, she had a first year student who 
Iwas very good indeed at maths. So much so that he 
complained there wasn’t enough of it in his course. 
ЗЕог his second year, he was sent on an exchange to 
the other Cambridge, to the Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology. Emails of an increasingly desperate 

egan to whiz back to my friend across the 

Atlantic. The final one said simply: “Help! Please 


Things are not quite as bad as that in most places, 
S but the use of maths has become pervasive in 

N ics. Just for the record, at the right time and 

amongst consenting adults, I too, use maths. You can 

Е tell I am an economist myself when I say, on the one 

E there are good reasons for the use of maths in 


have prevailed. 


jeconomics, and on the other hand there are bad ones. 
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of the discipline, a subtle but profound shift is taking 
place. Economics is starting to become more realistic, 4 
more rooted in institutions, in history, in the real 
world. And as a result, more useful. 

That is in fact how economics started off in the 
first place. Only then it wasn’t called ‘economics’ 
but ‘political economy,’ symbolising the fact that | 
economies do not exist independently of the political # 
systems and institutions they are in. 


Adam Smith single-handedly founded the discipline 


of economics over 200 years ago, and his influence 
is profound even today. Yet his Wealth of Nations 
contains no equations at all. Instead, Smith uses 
carefully constructed arguments supported by a 
wealth of historical evidence. 

Less well known to the general public is the 
English stockbroker David Ricardo, whose Principles Й 
of Political Economy appeared in 1817. But the 
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standard economic theory of trade, and much else 
besides, is still based on Ricardo’s work. Skipping 
forward more than a century, two figures from 
opposite ends of the political spectrum clashed 
with each other, and both made wide-reaching 
contributions to economics. John Maynard Keynes 
was trained as a mathematician at Cambridge, 
switching later to economics. Friedrich Hayek, the 
intellectual inspiration of Thatcherism, had deep 
insights in psychology as well as economics. Ricardo, 
Keynes, Hayek, and a host of other key figures in 
economics, studiously avoided maths. Instead, they 
used thoughtful arguments backed up by evidence. 
So how has maths come to be so pervasive in 
economics, when so much was achieved without 
it? The worst reason is that the use of maths makes 
economists feel that they are proper 
They suffer from deep physics-envy. 
have to use maths - try doing quantum physics in 
UAM words. And they are real scientists, who re 
Explained how lots of things really do work. 
һуе use maths, that makes us real scientists, de 
it? Well, the logical error in this last sentence is 
retty obvious. But it doesn’t stop the inner glow 
Е satisfaction that most economists feel when they 




















































cover the page in mathematical symbols. 
There is a more serious and more damaging reasor 
И ву maths, or at least a particular kind of maths, is 
used in economics. This is inextricably linked with ; 
the concept of Economic Man. In essence, economics f — 
Sis a theory about how individuals behave. And in the Ё 
standard theory, it's not just that people are assumed Bi 
BE го be self-interested. They act like some sort of | 
Ê super-computer, always gathering every single bit of 
information which is relevant to a decision. And then 
they make the best possible decision out of all the [SS 
© available options. Not just a good decision, or even NR 
ЖЕ a very good one, but the best. A posh way of saying 


Si this is ‘optimal,’ a word used widely in economics. 
EA) Now there is a whole branch of maths devoted to 
ES optimal’ solutions. This is the differential calculus, 
(SI which many readers will have come across in high 
gz school. It is the ideal tool for a theory which says: 
Е individuals behave in a way which is optimal for 


Вега, given their tastes and preferences. So if you 



































ing what you believed to be the 
best possible lifestyle choice for y 
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This is still the basis for a lot of the economics 
hich is taught. Yet, paradoxically, it has been 
iprecisely the use of maths within economics itself 
hich has undermined this view of the world, and is 
a reason why the subject is moving on dramatically. 
Maths can be very useful in economics, provided 
hat we think of it as just a tool and not make a 
fetish of its use. It is a tool which can assist logical 
'hinking. It’s like another language. It can help us 
ind our way around. 
One of the things it has helped economists explore 
ompletely are the implications of the Economic 
ап theory of behavior. It took a century to work 
this out. By the mid-1970s, this program of research 
as finalized. There is nothing left to discover. It is 
а marvellous intellectual construct, but it turns out 
to be a completely empty box. It has no testable 
implications. When economists say “demand curves 
' slope downwards” or “people are paid what they are 
worth,” they have no theoretical basis for making 
these assertions. We cannot deduce logically from 
he theory of Economic Man 
behavior that either of these 
tatements, widely used by 
'conomists, are true. 
Pioneers like the 2001 Nobel 
George Akerlof and 
moved the subject 


So they abandoned the idea that people have perfect 
information when they make decisions. ‘Bounded 
rationality’ is what they called it: you are still trying 
o make the best decision, but you might not succeed 
because you lack vital information. So if you binge 
on junk food or smoke heavily, maybe after all you 
gare not taking the best possible decision for yourself. 
t was a big step forward in making economics more 
Дгеайзис. 
The 2002 Nobel winners, Daniel Kahneman 


heir work. They actually went out and conducted 

xperiments to see how people really do behave. 

ust like real scientists in fact! And they found that 
ost of the time, people don't behave like Economic 
an at all. Here is what Kahneman has to say in his 
[obel prize lecture: “The central characteristic of 


We have to 
restore the idea 
political economy. 


of these agents is not guided by what they are able 
to compute, but by what they happen to see at a 
given moment.” 

In other words, in totally plain English, the whole 
concept of rational, calculating Economic Man is 
being abandoned completely. The Economic Man 
theory postulates that people have all the relevant 
information and take the best possible decision. 

In this new approach, people have at best imperfect 
information, and they stumble along, trying to make 
reasonable decisions, sometimes succeeding but 
often failing. 

Crucially, the rules of behavior people use will 
depend upon the specific time and place. So when 
the Soviet Union fell, the policies forced upon them, 
based upon Economic Man, were a disaster, They 
led to theft and asset stripping on a stupendous scale 
and a massive fall in living standards. The policies 
failed to take account of the fact that Russians, and 
the other nations of the Soviet Union, had little or 
no experience of how markets worked. And above 
all they failed to take into account that in the West, 
the workings of markets are 
mediated by institutions, by the 
law, by custom and practice. 
We have very few pure ‘free $ 
markets,’ yet an outdated view Ме 
of the world forced them onto 
the Russians. 

These new approaches, 
perhaps surprisingly, make economics much harder, 
Instead of just manipulating some equations, we 
have to think hard about what the relevant rules of 
behavior are in any particular context. And we have 
to restore the importance of institutions and history. 


the idea of political economy. Hayek is mistrusted by 
many, but there is a profound truth in his remark: 

“an economist who is only an economist cannot be a Y 
good economist.” 

All this makes economics more humble. Instead of 
claiming a theory of behavior which is completely 
general, which applies to all people at all times in all 
places, it is much less grandiose. But it also makes 
the discipline more realistic and potentially more 
powerful as a force for helping to understand and 
improve the human condition. 


Paul Ormerod is an economist and author of 
Why Most Things Fail (Pantheon, 2006). 














Joshua Farley is a prominent ecological economist 
working in the department of Community Development 
and Applied Economics at the University of Vermont. 
He took some time out for an interview with Adbusters, 
and here are some of the highlights: 


When | finished my PhD, | only found one job opening 
advertised for an ecological economist. But within a few years 
И: had multiplied several fold, and the positions are not just 
іп academia. There are more and more research organizations 
ithat are explicitly advertising for ecological economists. 
[They want people who focus on ecological sustainability 
land social issues before they just obsess on the efficiency 
issues, The Environmental Protection Agency is interested in 
ecological economics, A lot of NGOs are interested. Suddenly 
people are grasping all the big issues like peak oil and global 
climate change and biodiversity loss. And they're finding that 
sneoclassical economists don't have the answers. 
: TSR IE ES чие тушуле» дй 8 Р 
At my university, there are students Вутпе World Bank and International Monetary Fund are so bought in to the neoclassical 
мо are engaged enough to say jmodel, they can't imagine anything else. We call it the Washington Consensus 
SES. wait a minute this doesn’t make any because it has the full weight of Washington behind it. Developing countries are told: 
sense.” They often organize dialogues "1 you're having an economic slow down, you should increase taxes, slash government 
| ee and raise interest rates.” Whereas when we have a slow down here in the 
United States we do precisely the opposite. We force other countries to do the exact 
pposite of what we do and demand insane requirements such as privatizing water 
fair trade and globalization and a | which essentially means creating private monopolies because nobody has 50 
comparison of the overall disciplines. Ёар running into the house where they can choose the cheapest one. The World Bank 
'hrough these debates | think both паз tried to address poverty by introducing fees for public school and basic healthcare. 
Asides get to air their views and hich proves that economists don't even understand their own discipline that well. If 
students get to hear both sides jj you introduce fees for public healthcare and people can't afford basic prevention from 
(К оге!пег. Of course, it's fairly clear to contagious diseases, you increase the reservoir of contagious diseases in your society, 
то me what side generally makes the ind that actually increases expenditures on the part of the government. Same with the 
— better case. And | think the students privatization of water. If you privatize water and people can’t afford to buy it, they drink 
'holera-laden river water and you create an epidemic that takes more resources to deal 
i^ Economists have such a narrow vision and they've bought into this faith-based 
ssumption that markets are always best. So it's not a science anymore, it's a theology. 
om LAGO. MPA TES aa A ROSS DENSA OR WT 
Right now, our society's major goal is to increase consumption. to make us better off. Consumption cannot remain the core 
mBut there's very little evidence that increasing consumption of our economic measures. We need something more like 
does anything to make us better off anymore. In the US, every what Bhutan 15 doing. Try to measure the things that make 
neration consumes twice as much as the generation before. people happy. There are fundamental human needs that are 
consistent across cultures. Things like affection, creativity, 
protection/security, independence, etc. Trying to measure 
misery then. | would argue that in spite of all our economic these things would be a little sloppy, but it's something we 
growth, the poverty rate has not fallen, so it has done nothing should at least be thinking about and pursuing. 
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|Excitedly, you asked a few of your 
Juniversity professors about making 
|room for emerging economics theories 
оп the syllabus. But all of those words 
|that had piqued your interest - true 
Icost, post-autistic, heterodox - seemed 
ito leave them cold. So you went to 
ithe department, requesting that they 
look into the matter during the next 
‘curriculum development session. 
[Their response? The cold shoulder. 

You may feel like you've hit a brick 
jwall. And the truth is, if you continue 
petitioning a bunch of impassive 
icareerists, you're probably wasting 
your energies. Time to cast a wider net. 
Luckily, there are a number of leverage 
points that you may not already have 
considered; here are a few recently 


asuggested to Adbusters by ecological 


— Тот Сгееп: 
SS 


B Address your fellow students directly, 


particular undergraduates who are 
just entering the field. Conscript 
them to increase the pressure on 
instructors and the administration 
to widen course selections and 
reform syllabi. 

+ Target professional conferences 
and other high-profile public 
events attended by economists. 
Get the spotlight to shine as brightly 
as possible. 

+ Help prime high school students 
by encouraging and aiding high 
school teachers in exposing them 
to alternative economic thought. 

- Apply pressure directly on textbook 
writers, editors and publishers 
to include discussions about 
emerging theories. 

+ Approach faculty and students 
in other departments that are 


— S SESS 
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EFORMING THE ECONOMICS CURRICULUM 


It was one of the most formative moments of my life. I was sitting in a 
cold, drab Oxford lecture room in my first year of university waiting 
for my prof, Marxist thinker Erik Swyngedouw. He finally burst into 
the room with a cup of coffee in his hand and asked in his distinctive 
Belgian accent “can you see this coffee?” The obvious answer was “Yes, 
of course I can see the cup.” What, I wondered, was this guy getting at? 
But it soon became clear that this wasn’t going to be my usual dazed 
and drowsy experience wallowing at the back of the lecture theater. 
“You can see the coffee, but can you see the fields of Guatemala, can 
you see the EU tariffs? Can you see the coffee workers’ pay slip?” I soon | 
realized what he was getting at. The world as it is didn't just happen. It | 
is the way it is because of people, because of laws, because of attitudes. | 
Then Swyngedouw asked “so, how many of you want to work in 
the civil services when you're older?” I thought for a second. The idea 
appealed, but my arms didn’t leave my side. It was strange; as if by some 
magnetic force I was being kept to the system, the one that for now 
tuled the room. No other arms were raised; the question seemed absurd. 
“So, how many of you want to go work in the city, invest, trade, move 
money, and make money?” Arms shoot up all around me; why oh why 
would anyone want to contribute to society when they could focus on 
making money? It all became painfully clear, 
I think Swyngedouw’s aim was to show that we don’t have to give in 
to the system and that the accumulation of money in our hands doesn’t 
automatically lead to happiness. He told us that the ratio of raised arms [age 
would have been reversed in 1970s, but peoples’ mindsets had changed. Б» 
It seems that we're all looking out for ourselves, convinced somehow 
that profits will bring economic benefit to us all. Mind you, I don’t see 
accumulating money in itself as an evil act. Work hard, make money, 
sure; but don’t make it your idol. Don’t screw everyone, don’t screw up 
the planet, don't isolate yourself, don't become an island. We're in this 
life together. 








to influence members of the 
economics community. S 

- Try to influence government and | Дада 
private donors - including university & 
alumni - to consider whether or 
not curricula are up to date when 
making donations. 


influenced by or otherwise affected 
by the current economic paradigms 
(for example, environmental 
science, human ecology, resource 
management, urban planning, 
sociology, business and political 
science). They may be more open 
to reform, and in a better position 
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AN AMERICAN HERO? 


5 Lee Raymond has done well for himself. The former 
ExxonMobil chief recently received a $398-million 
retirement package as thanks for his good work. The 
ti ım pushed his earnings over 13 years as ruler 
of “the God pod” - the secretive executive wing of 
Exxon’s headquarters in Irving, Texas - to a cool 
$686 million. That works out to about $145,000 рег 
day. As a humble country boy from South Dakota 

who harvested his business acumen through hard 
work and built his unfathomable fortune from 
scratch, he might even be considered the archetype of 
an American hero. — — 
After earning a bachelor's degree and a PhD 

i ngineering, Raymond began as a 

production engineer with Exxon (then Standard Oil 

Company of New Jersey) in 1963. Kicking off his 

executive tenure in the late 7705, утопа flexed his 

hallmark financial savvy by guiding an Aruba-based 
refinery from $то million in monthly losses to $25 

in monthly profits in just two years. Propelled 
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2 
by his fiercely frugal and analytical reputation, ће 
ascended to the board of directors in 1984, accepted 


the corporate president’ title in 1987 and was named 


chairman and СЕО in 1993. 

Exxon’s financial gains оп his watch were dazzling. 
The company’s market value leapt from $80 billion 
to $360 billion, sales more than doubled to $300 
billion and annual profits increased sevenfold to over 
$35 billion last year. In 1999, he used a slump in oil 
prices to orchestrate the unprecedented $8r million 
acquisition of Mobil, which defied skeptics by Y 
actually saving an estimated $8 billion. Moreover, his 
reticent, disciplined management style and focus on 
R&D have allowed ExxonMobil to secure profitable 
long-term investments (as opposed to short-term 
gains, like some competitors) and choice oil fields in 
emerging markets like Canada and Angola. 

But Raymond has received his share of criticsm, 
especially around the timing of his departure 
— which conveniently coincides with the rising tide — 
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GLOBAL TEENS GROWING INDIFFERENT TO ‘BRAND AMERICA’ 


IN CASE YOU MISSED THE MEMO, THE STARS AND 
Stripes have seen better days. 

Even before George W. Bush’s theatrical “Mission 
Accomplished” cameo aboard the uss Abraham 
Lincoln, brand visionaries had already set out on 
their grave task of sorting through the marketing 
ramifications of a president gone wild. Their 
collective conclusion would prove inevitable: if you 
want to insulate yourself against the UsA's rapidly 
tarnishing global image, you'd better stop wrapping 
your brands in the Red, White and Blue. 

Three years later, the tumult has quieted. Far 
from indicating a reversal of America’s fortunes, 
however, the relative calm has more to do with grim 
resignation. “America” — the brand, the idea, the 
dream - just doesn’t move product like it used го. 

A marketing study released early 
this year puts a pretty savage point 
on the dilemma, Based on research 
conducted in the summer of 2005, 
Chicago branding agency Energy 
BBDO ranked the “likeability” of 54 
globally-marketed brands amongst 
13 to 18 years olds from а baker’s 
dozen of countries, including the 
United States. 

Of the big brands with roots in the 
usa, just five - Nike, Colgate, Coca- 
Cola, M&Ms and Kodak - made it 
into the top ten. Contrast this with 
ten years ago, when a comparable 
study conducted by D'Arcy Masius Benton & 
Bowles discovered near-total supremacy of US brands 
over the much-desired teen demographic, capturing 
eight of the top ten “likeability” slots. 

It's clear that name recognition is not to blame for 
the decline. In the new study, McDonald's ranked 
second for name recognition, just behind Coca- 
Cola, yet plunged to #32 when ranked according to 
likeability. Disney and Pepsi suffered the same fate, 
placing #9 and #3 for recognition, respectively, yet 
not even breaking the top twenty for likeability. 

“An association with the US seemed to be a 
drag on the likeability of brands, despite high logo 
recognition,” noted Chip Walker, executive vice 
president at Energy BBDO, in a January interview 
with Women's Wear Daily. “There seems to be 
a great ambivalence towards America among 


2005 
SONY 


NOKIA 
ADIDA 


‘SOURCE: ENERGY BBDO; APPROXIMATELY 75% WERE US BRANDS. 


10 MOST LIKED BRANDS 
BY TEENS WORLOWIDE 





global teens.” 

While none of this spells out-and-out doom for 
US brands, being forced to stop drinking from the 
poisoned well has left marketers scrambling to 
uncover new formulas for generating teen cool. 

Of the US entries in the current top ten, Nike has 
perhaps been the most aggressive in sheddi 
mantle of Americana in favor of “localizing 
across the world. Hence the ongoing Joga Bonito 
(Play Beautiful) campaign, featuring the likes of 
Brazilian footballer Ronaldinho Gaticho and the 
retired French icon Eric Cantona. Hence, also, Nike's 
move to acquire other brands that already enjoy 
local caché ~ as with Canadian hockey-equipment 
manufacturer Bauer, now Nike Bauer - or its new, 
$43 million sponsorship deal with India’s national 
cricket team. 

In a roundabout way, then, it may 
be tempting to prophesy that the 
Brand America crisis could ultimately 
be a boon to those US brands that 
have been coasting on borrowed 
cool, obliging them to fabricate more 
resilient, bespoke identities that are 
better suited to emerging markets. 

Tempting, yes, but likely also a tad 
hasty, given another major finding of 
the ввро Energy study. “Marketers 
face big trouble,” note the study’s 
authors, “62 percent of global 
teens are apathetic about marketing 
and advertising. That is, they are not anti-brand, 
but perhaps more dangerously, they just don’t care 
— don't care about wearing brand logos, don’t believe 
advertising, and feel there is too much advertising in 
the world.” 

This isn’t just a small matter of a few errant 
kids. The global teen market is huge and growing 
— in 2002, worth approximately $170 billion in 
the States alone. More trenchantly, adolescence is 
regarded as the ideal moment to begin cultivating 
“positive consideration” and brand loyalty, right at 
the moment when kids begin to make independent 
purchasing decisions. No wonder, then, that the 
specter of a disinterested, brand-apathetic teen is to 
a marketer what root rot is to a gardener: a sign of 
horrible, “dangerous” things to come. 

Clayton Dach 
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DAVIDE BEATS GOLIATH 


Score one for Old World charm. When a McDonald's showed up in the Italian town 
of Altamura, many of the town's 65,000 residents were appalled. But instead of 
protesting the American chain's presence by smashing its windows, they simply 
took their business elsewhere. Fourth-generation baker Luca Digesu opened a small 
bakery right beside the fast food joint and immediately began drawing customers 
away from his neighbor. Within two years McDonald's acknowledged defeat, took 
down the Golden Arches and left Altamura. Digesu's foccacia, meanwhile, is as 


popular as ever. 


FAST FOOD NATION REDUX 


Five years after he released his bestselling Fast Food Nation, 
Eric Schlosser is back to bedevil the fast food industry. 

First off is Chew on This: Everything You Didn’t Want to Know 
about Fast Food, a book that educates children about the 
dark side of Mcdonald's et al., from sketchy slaughterhouse 
practices to the negative effects too much fast food can have 
оп growing bodies. 

Next up is the fictionalized movie adaptation of Fast Food 
Nation Schlosser co-wrote with director Richard Linklater, 
which premiered this year at Cannes. In it, Don Henderson — 

a corporate executive at Mickey's Fast Food Restaurant chain, 
home of “The Big One” - tries to figure out why there's so 
much contaminated meat in the restaurant's frozen burger 
patties. To track down the answer, he leaves the cushy 
confines of the company's Southern California boardroom for 
the immigrant-staffed slaughterhouses, teeming feedlots and 


FIZZ-FREE ZONE 


The biggest beverage companies in 
the US have finally admitted that their 
products are contributing to the nation's 
obesity epidemic. Well, that's not how 
they'd put it, but they did recently 
agree to stop selling regular soft drinks 
in American schools. From now on, 
elementary and middle schools will 
only sell water, juices with no added 
sweeteners, and milk. High schools 
will be able to sell all those plus diet 
sodas, seltzers, unsweetened teas and 
sports drinks. 

Representatives of Coca-Cola, 
PepsiCo Inc, and Cadbury Schweppes 
were happy to smile in front of the 
cameras and receive accolades for 
“doing the right thing.” But they would 
not have made the “voluntary” move 
if it weren't for the growing threat of 
lawsuits and government legislation, 

So how long until similar pressure 
gets fast food out of schools? 


cookie cutter strip malls of Middle America. 

McDonald's is bracing for the bad publicity Schlosser's 
exploits will cause and has set up an election-style "war room" 
to lash back. An internal company memo, initially reported 
by Dow Jones, said the movie “is a big concern to us” and 
promised a “full-scale media campaign . . . to tell the real 
story.” That included mobilizing a “truth squad” and seeking to 
“discredit the message and the messenger.” 

And McDonald's isn't alone. Fast food industry funded front- 
groups are trying to smear Schlosser and have even organized 
protests at book signings. The right-wing Heartland institute 
issued a news release arguing that Schlosser was: “tricking 
young people . . . to lead them away from capitalism into his 
failed socialist ideology.” Presumably they won't like the 
movie either. 

Nicholas Klassen 
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SWEATSHOP LABOR. OBSCENE PROFIT 
MARGINS. OVERPAID CELEBRITIES. IT 
SHOULDN'T BE HARD TO MAKE THAT 
CORPORATE COOL MACHINE BLOW UP IN 
THEIR FACES. ALL IT TAKES IS FOR A FEW 

OF US TO START LIVING LIVES OF PLAYFUL 
RESISTANCE - TO LIVE WITHOUT DEAD TIME. 


Www. blackspet sneaker org 


PRO-GRASSROOTS. ANTI-SWEATSHOP. EARTH-FRIENDLY. CRUELTY-FREE. 


А TASTE OF REVOLUTION 


Looking to challenge corporate giants 
while you wet your whistle? Canadian 
beer-drinkers will be intrigued to know 
that an outfit dubbed úberculture has 
launched überbrü, an all-natural, 
non-profit, amber hemp ale. 
Überculture co-founder Rob 
Maguire explained his motivation 
by noting that “the beer industry 
crystallizes what's wrong with 
corporate culture. It is dominated by 
а few large multinational corporations 
whose sole bottom line is profit.” 
The campaign's specific targets 
are Canada's two beer giants, Labatt 
and Molson – both fully or partially 
foreign-owned. The duopoly controls 90 percent of Canada’s 
beer market and has long been accused of anti-competitive 
practices. Úberbrú hemp amber ale was launched in the fall of 
last year in Montreal and is now popping up in bars and clubs 








оп Canada's west coast. 

Proceeds from the sensible swill help to fund úberculture 
projects such as the political film series Cinema Politica 
and the Wal-Town campaign. 

In addition, überbrü is brewed locally wherever it's sold, 
to help support local economic development and reduce 
the environmental costs involved with shipping the bevy. 

To this end, überculture has partnered with two separate 
microbreweries - Montreal's Le Chaudron and Backwoods 
Brewing in British Columbia - both of which acquire most of 
their raw ingredients locally. 

Maguire says that “There are parallels between the coffee 
and beer industries. People now recognize that when you buy 
a cup of coffee there are international, economic and political 
connections. We want to take the whole concept of fair trade 
coffee and apply it to beer.” 

So while the megacorps of the beer industry are getting 
drunk on power, Canadians are discovering the intoxicating 
power of revolution. 

Brian Highley 
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CORPORATIONS TODAY FACE AN INESCAPABLE 
ultimatum: either they become more sustainable and 
responsible, or the quality of life on Earth - and 
corporations’ bottom lines - will inevitably decline. 
Some corporate executives have already recognized 
this. DuPont Chairman and ceo Charles Holliday Jr. 
notes that “business will not succeed in the twenty- 
first century if societies fail or if global ecosystems 
continue to deteriorate.” 

Still, many business owners are skeptical because 
£ they suppose that corporate responsibility is inimical 
“to the bottom line. But evidence to the contrary 
continues to grow. In 2003, researchers examined the 
< links between corporate social and environmental 

¿performance and corporate financial performance. 
„Their analysis of 52 studies containing more than 
# 33,000 observations demonstrated a positive 
relationship between financial performance and 
“social and environmental performance. 

We shouldn’t be surprised though; corporate 

“social and financial performance correlate for 
“many reasons. First, by shrinking waste output and 
































production inefficiencies, companies can reduce both 








environmental impacts and overall costs - and in 
ithe process increase competitiveness. 3M, a diverse 
manufacturing company, has been a pioneer in waste 
reduction for over 30 years. In 1975, recognizing that 
waste equates with industrial inefficiency, 3M started 
its 3P program - Pollution Prevention Pays - with 
the goals of cutting pollution, reducing costs, and 
‚giving employees opportunities to innovate. By 2005, 
it had implemented 5,600 projects that prevented an 
estimated million tons of pollutants and produced 
almost $1 billion just in first-year savings (long-term 
savings of new measures are not tracked). Many 
‘other companies, such as BP, DuPont, and твм, have 
also cut costs by hundreds of millions of dollars by 
reducing waste output. 
Second, responsible companies often prosper 

because they are able to attract and retain a higher- 
quality workforce. According to a 2004 survey, 81 

НИИ? геп of Americans considered social commitment 

is ДИ hen selecting employers. Academic studies also 

‘support this. In one experiment, job applicants 

ir ¿applied to and accepted jobs more often with firms 

“¡with better social records - something that some 

| responsible companies already experience. For 

xample, Starbucks Coffee Company - known for 

s strong values and generous health benefits and 

anked by Fortune magazine as the eleventh best 
























J posted. This is a substantial number, even when 

"compared with other large high-growth companies 

included оп Fortune’s list. Some company studies 
“have also found that increased worker satisfaction 

¿7 in part stemming from pride in social performance 
— actually increases productivity. 
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Third, responsible companies benefit in the 
marketplace, enjoying improved reputations for being) 
good to their workers, ecofriendly, or philanthropic. 
BT (British Telecom) estimates that being responsible 
plays a significant role in improving customer 
satisfaction. While research suggests that the 
majority of consumers do not consider responsibility 
their top priority when making purchasing decisions, 
a growing number of ethical consumers do shop 
according to their values. Moreover, being seen as a 
responsible, proactive company can reduce the risk 
of being attacked by activist organizations - an event 
that can quickly tarnish a brand or reduce customer 
loyalty. As Nestlé, Nike, Coca-Cola, and others 
have experienced firsthand, boycotts and negative 
publicity campaigns can have a direct impact on a 
company’s bottom line. 

A fourth benefit is that responsible corporations 
can reduce three other forms of risk as well — being 
subjected to new regulations, being pressured to 
change policies by concerned investors, and being 
affected by increasing business costs. For years 
corporations have avoided new regulations by 
voluntarily improving standards - often in ways 
that are more industry-friendly and on a timeline 
easier for them to implement. Today, along with 
pressure from regulators, corporations also have 
to worry about socially responsible investors who 
are divesting from irresponsible companies and 
increasingly demanding policy changes in order to 
proactively respond to a threat — demanding, for 
example, that corporations create strategies to reduce’ 
emissions of climate-changing gases. And with a 
growing proportion of investment capital being held 
by socially responsible investors — srt funds represent! 
ee 














nine percent of all professionally managed investment 
dollars in the US - ignoring shareholder demands can 
be a significant risk. 

Banks and insurers are also starting to pressure 
companies to become more responsible. With 
worldwide costs of storms increasing = in part 
because of climate change - some insurance 
companies are demanding that corporations provide 
strategies to reduce climate change. Swiss Re, for 





example, even alters its insurance rates depending 
оп companies’ environmental impacts and their 
associated risks. Banks, too, are increasing scrutiny 
ОЁ companies’ business plans before providing 
loans. Thirty-one major financial institutions with 
combined holdings of trillions of dollars have 
adopted the Equator Principles, a set of guidelines 
in which banks agree to examine more closely the 
environmental impacts of projects they capitalize. 
`отрапісѕ that do not attempt to minimize 













ecological impacts of new projects could find 
F themselves with less access to capital. 
Fifth and finally, being a responsible company 
providing increased access to completely new 
markets. As Stuart Hart, professor of management at 
3$: Cornell University, notes, “few executives realize that 
"А environmental opportunities might actually become Ў 
а major source of revenue growth.” In 2004, General”; 
Electric (GE) - the world's ninth largest corporation 
— launched its “ecomagination” plan, which commits & З 























е years to an annual ete 

$1.5 billion. In addition, the company will launch =: 7 
new green products such as diesel-electric hybrid NER ex 
locomotives and extra-efficient jet engines. It has also ; 
promised to reduce its own greenhouse gas emissions 22 

















Бу one percent by 2012 (even as Ше company plans 
to grow significantly during that time). 

Currently, most corporations making an effort 
to become more responsible are primarily focused 
оп reducing impacts, whether on consumers, 
communities, workers, or the environment. This 
is an important short-term step. With growing 
environmental constraints, however, simply polluting 
lless (that is, increasing “eco-efficiency”) will not be 
enough. Instead, business practices will have to strive 
го become “eco-effective. 

Eco-effectiveness, as industrial design experts 
William McDonough and Michael Braungart explain, 
means redesigning goods and production processes 
ito follow the laws of nature. Almost everything that 
companies produce is toxic at one level or another 
l- whether because of dependence on fossil fuels for 
energy, petrochemicals for inputs, or pesticides and 
chemical fertilizers for cultivation. An eco-effective 
product would be designed so as to produce no waste 
| being either perpetually recyclable or compostable, 
а model known as “cradle-to-cradle.” 

Swiss textile maker Róhner' effort to create an 
leco-effective fabric offers a good example of the 
‘complicated reformulation needed. In the early 
119908, the Swiss government classified the company's 
fabric trimmings as hazardous waste because of the 
toxic chemicals in the dyes, which prevented disposal 
ог incineration within Switzerland. Exporting the 
trimmings would be too expensive, so Röhner had 
ito find an alternative. After testing 8,000 chemicals, 
they found 38 non-toxic ones that could produce 
ithe needed colors. Today this fabric, which uses only 
organic ramie, pesticide-free wool, and the non-toxic 
‘dyes, produces no pollution during production and at 
he end of its life is fully compostable. 

To be successful in the long term, corporations will 
‘have to create similar plans to redesign products and 
services to be eco-effective. At present, long-term 
“vision is rare, though a few innovative companies 
have started down this path. In 1993, the Fuji 
S bio: Company (a joint venture between Fuji Photo 
Film and Xerox) realized that simply recycling old 
hotocopiers would not be sufficient to reduce 
| natural resource use successfully, so the company 
ES [started designing a photocopier with components 






























aken much effort to create durable parts that would 
“be effective in new models, by 2003 Fuji Xerox was 
< reusing 54 percent of components in new copiers. 








Moreover, by recycling the other parts, the company 
has been able to generate very little waste. 

Other companies, too, are testing the bounds of 
innovation. Nike is trying to create a non-toxic, 
recyclable sneaker, while Fetzer Wines (a subsidiary 
of conglomerate Brown-Forman) is striving to use 
only organic grapes by 2010. So far it has hit the 
тт percent mark, while at the same time switching 
to 100 percent renewable energy and reducing 
waste output by 97 percent since 1990. Perhaps the 
best-known corporation with a mission to become 
eco-effective is Interface Carpet. In 1994, Interface 
Founder and Board Chairman Ray Anderson - after 
an epiphany that the current business system was 
wreaking ecological havoc on the planet - committed 
Interface to becoming a sustainable company by 
2020. Since 1996, Interface has cut energy usage 
by 28 percent, greenhouse gases by 46 percent, and 
solid waste by 63 percent and has invented a series 
of recyclable and compostable fabrics. While still far 
from its goal, over the next ro years Interface plans 
to reduce energy usage by half (and obtain half of the 
remaining energy it needs from renewable sources), 
cut waste in half, and get half of its materials from 
post-consumer materials. 

Given their track record, however, corporations 
cannot be expected to increase their responsibility 
without the right incentives and pressures. 
Consumers, citizens and employees must support 
corporate leaders who step up to the challenge and 
punish those who do not. Such basic actions as 
deciding which bank or mutual fund to invest in, 
which products to buy, which companies to work 
for, and which political efforts and candidates to 
support will help reshape the market. But to succeed, |, 
these incremental efforts will need to be supported 
by aggressive actions by NGOs, policymakers, and 
savvy business leaders - actions that will make all 
corporations recognize that their long- term financial D 


but on doing so in a socially and environmentally 
responsible way. 


Erik Assadourian is a research associate at. 
Worldwatch Institute <www.worldwatch.org>. 
This article was excerpted from “Transforming 
Corporations” in Worldwatch’s State of the 
World 2006, which includes more on how NGos, 
policymakers, and business leaders can change the 
corporate system before it’s too late. 


Protestors from Falun Gong, a spiritual group banned in China, staging a 
performance of abuses of its members at the hands of the Chinese government. 
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The day and night operations aimed at wiping out the terrorists 
will be continued and will be intensified until every terrorist 
leader has been accounted for or until the remnants of the 
terrorists come out from their crime-laden way of existence. 
Ugandan President Yoweri Museveni 


"ъс ч, 


We'll get them anywhere. If we 

find terrorists in the shithouse, 

then we'll blast them in the 

shithouse. That's all there is to it. 
Russian President Vladimir Putin 














We shall continue to comb all the known lairs of terrorist cells in the cities 
and countryside and cripple if not decimate them. Terrorism will always strive 
to frustrate our efforts at peace and development and to disrupt the day-to-day 
enterprise of ordinary citizens, but we shall not be cowed. 
Philippine President Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo 


We will use an iron fist against any attempt to resume terrorist activity wherever | 





the first signs of such activity may be seen, in the Gaza Strip, as well as in Judea 
and Samaria. We will use far-reaching measures on all roads and highways in 
sensitive areas. We will not hesitate to take any step that may be necessary in 
order to deny terrorist organizations’ attempts to resume terrorist activities that 
could harm the citizens of the State of Israel. There are no restrictions on the 


security establishment in any action that may be necessary to strike at terrorism. 
Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Olmert 






Instead of giving in to the plague of terrorists, we should fight them until their 
extermination. The country's soldiers and police must be permanently alert and 
willing to take the initiative. If we keep this fighting spirit, terrorism will go from 
arrogance to despair and decomposition, until its final disintegration. 
Colombian President Alvaro Uribe 
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M THAT A FOREIGN ARMY INVADES YOUR fighters rather than terrorists. Problem was, they 
country and drops a bomb on your house that kills became a little too radical, and former mujahadeen 
your loved ones. You're enraged, so you resist. fighters like Osama bin Laden later decided it was 
But you're overmatched by the occupiers' firepower, cool to slam planes into American buildings. So 
о your only chance to dislodge them is to wreak the freedom fighters became terrorists. 
havoc through asymmetrical warfare. Your Nelson Mandela experienced the opposite 
lopponents won't call it that, though. They'll call it reversal. Critics like Reagan and Margaret Thatcher 
terrorism. And once they own that word, they win. condemned him as a terrorist - and a communist 
Terrorism, of course, has a long history. The word to boot — because he advocated violent resistance 
dates to the “reign of terror” during the French against South Africa's apartheid government and 
Revolution, but the practice of threatening and helped found the African National Congress’ armed 
killing innocent people for political or ideological faction. Now, of course, Mandela is one of the 
ends is thousands of years old. It should be a planet’s most revered statesmen and has a Nobel 
straight-forward enough thing to define. We Peace Prize under his belt. 
know terrorism is the calculated use of violence Reagan also famously declared that the Contras of 
or the threat of violence to intimidate societies or Nicaragua were "freedom fighters" and the *moral 
governments for political reasons. But somehow in equivalent of our founding fathers." This is the 
practice it becomes confusing. Because, really, same group that Human Rights Watch denounced 
who decides who gets to be labeled a terrorist? as “major and systematic violators of the most 
It's a cliché to say that one person's terrorist is basic standards of the laws of armed conflict, 
another person's freedom fighter. Before they had including by launching indiscriminate attacks on 
a state of their own, the Zionists of Palestine were civilians, selectively murdering non-combatants, and 
terrorists by anyone's definition. Members of the mistreating prisoners." 
Stern gang and Irgun bombed a variety of civilian Of course, talk of attacks on civilians and prisoner 
targets like the King David Hotel and Jerusalem abuses brings to mind one of the world's most deadly 
train station in their bid to create a Jewish state terrorist outfits: the US government. American 
in the Levant. Once they achieved their goals and officials bristle at the suggestion, but it's impossible 
established Israel in 1949, the terrorists got a new to deny that American military campaigns have 
identity: founding fathers. So it was their turn to political and ideological purposes in addition to a 
decide who the terrorists were, and the label was combat purpose. *Shock and awe"anyone? So while 
decisively pinned to the Palestinians, who were the specifics of US tactics may differ from those of 
justifiably upset at being driven off their land. the Iraqi insurgents they're skirmishing with, the crux: 
Five decades on, Israelis still manage to control the of their differences often comes down to language. 
discourse that frames Palestinians as the bad guys In war, some civilians are killed by improvised 
while Israeli terrorists appear on postage stamps explosive devices strapped to religious fanatics. Some 
and their names grace buildings and monuments are killed by soldiers who beat and rape prisoners for 
throughout the country. kicks. For the victims, the impact is the same. But for 
Possessing your own state is key to controlling those who frame the discourse, it is essential that the 
the way the word terrorist is used, but having Uncle “enemy’s” actions are entirely and utterly different 
Sam in your corner helps too. In 1980s Afghanistan, than “ours.” So anyone “fighting for freedom” gets 
ujahadeen fighters opposed to Soviet occupation a wide berth. Anyone engaged in “terror” is heaped 
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WHO OWNS THE WORD “TERROR”? 












loften targeted civilian targets like schools and with scorn. 

routinely tortured and murdered soldiers that fell Win the battle of the use of those words, and 

into their clutches. But since they were furthering yow're half way towards winning the war. 

US interests and using the resources of the CIA, Nicholas Klassen 


American officials insisted they were noble freedom 
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UNITED + 
BAD KARMA 


THE EASTERN CONCEPT OF 
karma says that what goes 
around, comes around, 
lingering on in the “next life” 
— if not our own, then that of 
future generations. 

So it is in Vietnam, where 
between 1961 and 1971 
ithe United States bathed a 
tenth of the country in 20 
million gallons of Agent 
Orange. This highly effective 
defoliant contains dioxins, 

nvironmentally-persistent 
poisons that are both 
carcinogens and teratogens — 
from the Greek, for “monster- 
making” - the effects of which 
are passed from one generation 
to the next. More than thirty 
years after the war, dioxin 
levels in certain “hotpots” remain as high as 180 
million times above those deemed safe by the 

US Environmental Protection Agency. 

The results are monsters of the modern world’s 
own making: children born with astronomical rates 
of abnormalities, from two-headed babies to severely 
stunted limbs and minds. The Vietnamese Red Cross 
counts 150,000 children whose birth defects can be 
directly attributed to parental exposure to Agent 
Orange or to contaminated food and water. A million 
Vietnamese suffer related health problems. 

In Agent Orange: Collateral Damage, Philip Jones 
Griffiths, a chemist and past president of Magnum 
photo agency, portrays the nightmarish legacy of 
American chemical warfare. Among the companies 
involved in producing this most deadly of poisons 
(named for the orange marks on the barrels) are 
corporate heavyweights Monsanto and Dow 
Chemical. While a handful of Vietnam vets have 
won some compensation for injuries resulting from 
exposure, in 2005 a US court struck down a similar 
lawsuit filed by Vietnamese victims of Agent Orange. 

It may be tempting to imagine that such casual 
destruction - as with depleted uranium in Iraq, 
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о, HAS BIRTH DEFECTS ATTRIBUTED TO AGENT ORANG! 
DEFOILANT SPRAYED BY US FORCES DURING THE VIETNAM WAR. 
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or current threats to nuke Iran - is limited to 
“enemy” nations. Yet those who brought us Agent 
Orange show the same nonchalance on the home 
front. In her groundbreaking “toxic comedy” 

Blue Vinyl, documentary filmmaker Judith Helfand 
traces the effects of pvc - in the form of the blue 
vinyl siding on her parents’ home, and everything 
from lawn furniture to sex toys. The popular 

plastic produces dioxins as a byproduct during 
manufacturing and incineration in domestic garbage. 
Such toxins - now found in the tissues of every 
human being, not to mention other life forms - are 
linked not only to cancer but to lower sperm counts, 
skin disease, reproductive problems and diabetes. 

Helfand’s skeptical suburban parents wondered, 
if these products were so harmful, wouldn’t the 
dangers be labeled on the box? 

The past’s long shadow, visible in the lives of 
Vietnamese children, are a portent: not only do 
future generations pay for bad karma, but the West 
is experiencing its own sky-rocketing cancer rates. 
If the powers that be have no qualms about using 


weapons of mass destruction on others, might they 


not be applying the same disregard for life to us? 


Deborah Campbell 
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WHAT NO ONE IS PREPARED ТО TELL AMERICANS 


No one can dispute that Saddam Hussein was a loathsome 
and offensive тап. He was bad news – and so are the leaders 
of Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Tunisia, Pakistan, Libya, and the rest. 

| believe all those regimes have to be overthrown, but the only 
legitimate way for this to happen is for the citizens of those 
countries to depose their rulers themselves. We had several 
Opportunities to help the Iraqi people overthrow Saddam, and 
each time, we refused to come to their aid. For a long time 

we didn't want to overthrow Saddam. He was a "Made in 
America” product. 

When he came to power, the US gave him a long list of Iraqi 
communists to “eliminate.” He got rid of a number of them and 
slowly ingratiated himself with Western powers, especially the 
US. Later, through go-betweens like Dick Cheney and Donald 
Rumsfeld - who are now, respectively, Bush's vice-president 
and secretary of defense - the US supported Saddam in Iraq’s 
war against Iran. But there is no way to switch off a tyrant like 
Saddam, and he eventually began to cause trouble where 
we didn't want him to. 


So for us to claim we had nothing to do with his tyranny is 
ludicrous. On the contrary, we knew everything he was doing, 
but as long as it was in what we considered our interest to let 
him do it, we looked the other way. 

The US can no longer expect the world to look the other 
way and ignore our abuses of power; nor, when the US 
Chooses to look the other way, can we expect the world to 
excuse our behavior. The terrorists are holding Americans 
culpable for their country's international abuses and 
omissions. And that is what virtually no one is prepared to 
tell Americans, and what they have a great deal of difficulty 
accepting. Americans even take offense at hearing this truth 
spoken, because it seems to legitimize terror. They доп“ want 
to acknowledge that “winning” this new war is going to require 
us to be world citizens, to act morally on a world stage. 


Ebrahim Moosa is a professor of Islamic studies at Duke 
University. This is excerpted from an interview by Krista Bremer 
in the April 2006 issue of The Sun <www.thesunmagazine.org> 


FRANCIS ЕОКОУАМА 5 END-OF-HISTORY PROPOSED 
that all roads lead to global free trade and liberal 
democracy. When Communism ended with the 
crumbling of the Berlin Wall, he insisted that this 
destination, this terminus, this broad, sunlit upland 
was finally reached, and all henceforth would be 
global, liberal, free and easy, and history would 
pretty much end. 

And he got it all so wrong. Today countries like 
China and India are boldly charting their own 
courses - taking some of the bits of the liberal 
democratic project that make sense to them and 
rejecting others. There are many reasons to believe 
their models will prevail in this century. Fukuyama 
was also wrong in his underlying view that 
humankind would be drawn 
to rational political outcomes 
while religion withered and 
faded. Religion is now on 
the increase, in Muslim 
families of seven or ten, and 
with it the suicide-bombing 
fanaticism — or ‘terrorism’ 
= that is the Third World's 
response to global free trade. 
For terrorism, like global 
free trade, heeds no borders, 
can smash communities 
anywhere, can lethally strike, 
dismay, derange, dismantle, 
destroy a targeted town 
or region and slither away 
unpunished, leaving smoking 
ruin and human anguish 
behind. It’s the same thing 
global free trade does, whenever it can. 

George Bush has called this process “World War 
Three.” Which surely means that if World War Three 
is now happening - and he is in an interested party 
who ought to know - then history is not at an end at 
all but is again in crisis or, according to Bush, in fiery, 
bloodstained crusade and gotterdammerung. 

Fukuyama took no heed in his famous work of 
human pride. The prideful Russians will not be 
bossed around by Condoleezza Rice. The prideful 
Shiites and Sunnis will not be humiliated in Abu 
Ghraib. The prideful South Americans will not 
cheer any more their greedy US colonizers. Prideful 
Europe will hate, and reject, and mock George Bush’s 
needless wasteful war. Prideful Iranians build their 





A-bombs anyway. 

Fukuyama should have known that people do not 
welcome with multitudinous cheers and splashing 
champagne their heathen colonizers. They call 
‘Empire’ what he called ‘liberal democracy,’ and 
they go to war with it. 

He is asserting, now, that he never favored the 
war in Iraq, nor ‘pre-emption,’ nor busker-busting 
‘tactical’ A-bombs, nor ‘Shock and Awe’ (as good a 
synonym for terrorism as I’ve heard), nor Bush’s and 
Blair’s defiance of the UN’s desire to wait and see. 
But he never spoke against these things at the time. 
Like many others, Jack Straw and Christopher 
Hitchens included, Fukuyama was cowed and 
abashed by Bush’s brazen wish to smash up some 
heathens, and finish 
the job his dad had left 
unconsummate in 1991. 
Like any timid fellow-traveler 
of the new McCarthyism, the 
Second American Century, 
and the New World Order, 
he held his tongue, and he 
looked the other way. 

And he was wrong to 
do so. And how stupid he 
was to speak of the end of 
anything. Human tendencies 
are, and have pretty much 
always been, familial, tribal, 
territorial, patriotic and 
religious, and they do not 
readily change just because 
Condoleezza asks them to. 
The likelihood of Rwanda, 
of Dafur, of Kosovo, and Gaza, and the endless, 
factious fratricide of Shi'ite and Sunni and Kurd in 
Iraq, was always there for a good historian with clear 
eyes to see and learn from. 

But he is no such thing. He is a disaster. He should 
in all logic go to jail under the new sedition laws 
of Britain, America and Australia for doing those 
things and saying those things that provoked and 
encouraged world terrorism. Or, failing that, he 
should be mocked, like the medieval flat-earthers 
eventually were, for the ignorant, simplistic, 
portentous, brown-nosing smart alec he has proved 
to be. 

Bob Ellis 
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OVERTHROW: AMERICA’S CENTURY OF 
REGIME CHANGE FROM HAWAII TO IRAQ 
Stephen Kinzer 

Times Books/Henry Holt & Company, 2006 


The introduction 
to Stephen 
Kinzer's latest 
book Overthrow 
puts it bluntly: 
"The invasion of 
Iraq in 2003 was 
not an isolated 
episode. It was the 
culmination of a 110-year period during 
which Americans overthrew fourteen 
governments that displeased them 

for various ideological, political, and 
economic reasons.” And the results, 
according to the former New York Times 
correspondent, are invariably bad. 

A survey of American meddling 
abroad could end up being a rather 
rambling account, what with the 
countless examples of heavy-handed 
diplomatic coercion, defense of friendly 





but brutal regimes against popular 
uprisings, quiet support for coups, 
and efforts to replace old ruling orders 
with new ones. But Kinzer deliberately 
skips all these to zero in on the most 
extreme set of cases of intervention; 
those in which the US arranged to 
depose foreign leaders, He begins 
with the unseating of the Hawaiian 
monarchy in 1893, before moving on to 
Cuba (1898), the Philippines (1898), кап 
(1953), Guatemala (1954), and beyond, 
wrapping it all up with Iraq (2003). 
Perhaps the greatest value of 
Kinzer's analysis is his assertion that in 
addition to being unscrupulous, all this 
US aggression has been demonstrably 
counterproductive. For example, the 
occupation of Cuba at the end of the 
nineteenth century still drives much 
of the anti-American nationalism that 


props up Castro's government to this 
day. And the origins of the current 
saber-rattling between Iran and the US 
can be traced directly to the overthrow 
of Iran's democratically-elected 
nationalist prime minister Mohammed 
Mossadegh five decades ago. More 
recently, we are only beginning to grasp 
the scope of the terrible unintended 
consequences of the invasion and 
occupation of Iraq. 

Unfortunately for the rest of the 
world, most Americans don’t tend 
to know much about this foreign 
policy legacy. So Kinzer's probe is 
indispensable. Here, Kinzer explains. 
in an interview with Amy Goodman 
оп Democracy Now! how economics, 
politics and ideology have commingled 
throughout American history to form 
а potent brew of intervention; 
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There's really a three-stage motivation that | can see when | watch so many of the developments of these 
coups. The first thing that happens is that the regime in question starts bothering some American company. 
They start demanding that the company pay taxes or that it observe labor laws or environmental laws. 
Sometimes that company is nationalized ог is somehow required to sell some of its land or its assets. So 
the first thing that happens is that an American or a foreign corporation is active in another country, and 
the government of that country starts to restrict it in some way or give it some trouble, restrict its ability to 
operate freely. 

Then, the leaders of that company come to the political leadership of the United States to complain about 
the regime in that country. In the political process, in the White House, the motivation morphs a little bit. 
The US government does not intervene directly to defend the rights of a company, but they transform the 
motivation from an economic one into a political or geo-strategic one. They make the assumption that any 
regime that would bother an American company or harass an American company must be anti-American, 
repressive, dictatorial, and probably the tool of some foreign power or interest that wants to undermine the 
United States. So the motivation transforms from an economic to a political one, although the actual basis 
for it never changes. 

Then, it morphs one more time when the US leaders have to explain the motivation for this operation to 
the American people. Then they do not use either the economic or the political motivation usually, but they 
portray these interventions as liberation operations, just a chance to free a poor oppressed nation from 
the brutality of a regime that we assume is a dictatorship, because what other kind of a regime would be 
bothering an American company? 
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THE DEPARTMENT OF DOUBLE STANDARDS 


AN ACQUAINTANCE OF MINE, AN ISRAELI PHYSICIST IN 
his thirties, likes to joke about his annual mandatory 
military service. It involves guarding “the nuclear 
weapons Israel doesn't have,” he tells me, at the site 
of Israel’s undeclared nuclear arsenal in Dimona. The 
code name for Dimona is “the chocolate factory” 

— another “secret” that everyone seems to know. 

The “Don’t Ask, Don't Tell” policy towards Israel’s 
nuclear weapons program emerged from negotiations 
between US President Richard Nixon and Israeli 
Prime Minister Golda Meir — the same prime minister 
who also denied the existence of a Palestinian people. 
John Е Kennedy was the only American president to 
demand greater accountability of Israel, a nation that 
has consistently refused to sign on to the Nuclear 
Nonproliferation Treaty (NNT), which would subject 
the country to inspections by the International 
Atomic Energy Agency. 

Talk to average Iranians these days and they are 
full of such facts. Why, they want to know, is Iran 
being singled out by the United States when they are 
surrounded by far worse offenders whom no one 
confronts? Iran is, after all, a signatory to the NNT, 
which permits member states to pursue peaceful uses 
of nuclear technology, as Iran’s government claims 
it’s doing. 

At a time when Iran’s foray into nuclear power 
development has come under the international 
microscope, with the assumption that the “mad 
mullahs” are busying themselves to get the Bomb, 
Pakistan has thus far avoided such scrutiny, despite 
the fact that it’s an unstable military regime that 
could easily turn from a nuclear-armed US ally to a 
nuclear-armed enemy in the time it takes to say coup 
d’etat. And what about India? Like Pakistan and 
Israel, it has a nuclear arsenal and refuses to sign 
on to the NNT. Yet India is being rewarded for this 
behavior by US assistance with its civilian nuclear 
program, an act that is undermining nonproliferation 
efforts and the treaty itself. 

All but forgotten are the provisions of the NNT that 
require current nuclear states to begin dismantling 
and liquidating their own weapons system. Instead, 
the US has begun developing new generation nukes, 
violating the very treaty it claims to be defending and 


potentially setting the stage for another nuclear 
arms race. 

In the case of Iran, the stark double standards of 
US foreign policy have become more pronounced 
than usual, and potentially more dangerous to global 
security. Since 2002 — long before the election of 
Iran’s current president whose scruffy beard, sunken 
cheeks and provocative outbursts against Israel have 
all the hallmarks of a villain straight from central 
casting — Iran was already marked as a member of 
the “axis of evil.” This at a time when its president 
was the gentle reformist-philosopher Mohammad 
Khatami, who pressed for an international “dialogue 
of civilizations” in hopes that it might melt the 
longstanding Iran-US cold war and mitigate rising 
tensions between Islamic nations and the West. 

Khatami’s overtures were largely ignored. As 
the elected president of Iran, he was portrayed in 
the West as a mere figurehead who lacked any real 
power over the direction of the nation. It’s a view 
that now seems more contradictory than ever as the 
new president, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, is being 
portrayed as the all-powerful leader of Iran, when 
in fact he is subject to the same limitations as his 
predecessor. The same political system, and two 
opposing interpretations from the White House. 

A similar about-face can be observed in the case 
of Iran’s original attempts to develop its nuclear 
capacity in the late 19705. Iran was then led by 
Mohammad Reza Shah Pahlavi, the dictator 
whom the US had placed in power after the Cia 
overthrew Iran’s democratically elected prime 
minister, Mohammad Mossadegh, who had moved 
to nationalize Iran’s oil. 

At the time when the Shah began pursuing his 
nuclear ambitions, Richard Cheney, Paul Wolfowitz 
and Donald Rumsfeld held key national security 
portfolios within the Ford administration. Though 
Iran’s argument for seeking nuclear energy was the 
same then as it is now (Iran does indeed import most 
of its gasoline due to its lack of adequate refining 
capacity, and argues that it requires nuclear energy 
to meet the demands of a growing population), 
the Ford administration approved the sale of nuclear 
enrichment and reprocessing technology despite 
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intelligence reports indicating that the Shah intended 
to develop nuclear weapons. The deal would have 
allowed Iran to complete a full nuclear fuel cycle 

= the same capability the Bush administration, with 
many of the same figures in power, is opposing today. 

As tensions between the US and Iran escalate and 
reports that the US is preparing a military strike on 
Iran continue to surface, it’s helpful to reflect on the 
lessons of Iraq. When the US, with the cooperation 
of Britain, invaded in 2003, it was with the stated 
aim of seeking to contain the development of nuclear 
weapons that, as everyone knows, it didn’t have. 

The consequences, not only for the people of Iraq 
but in terms of the human and financial costs to the 
United States, have been enormous. A report written 
by Joseph Stiglitz, a professor at Columbia University 
and winner of the Nobel prize for economics, and 
Linda Bilmes, a Harvard budget expert, calculates 
the total financial cost of the war at an estimated $1 
to $2-trillion. As Dr. Stiglitz told the Guardian, 

“Our estimates are very conservative, and it could be 
that the final costs will be much higher. And it should 
be noted they do not include the costs of the conflict 
to either Iraq or the UK.” The estimates also don’t 
include the cost in terms of evaporated international 
goodwill or the new crop of enemies the war has 





inspired, the final tally of which is impossible 

to calculate. 

The war in Iraq would suggest that careful 
consideration be given before embarking on another 
costly adventure, particularly one that relies on 
the same premise that was so discredited in Iraq, 
namely confronting WMDs. Particularly when the 
US intelligence community admits it knows almost 
nothing about Iran, and when the best estimates 
state that Iran is ten years or more away from being 
able to produce weapons-grade fissile material, 
should that be the aim (and it may well be, given the 
advantage that has conferred on fellow “axis of evil” 
member North Korea). And particularly when the 
new object of American firepower is a country that 
has three times the population and land mass 
of Iraq, and has not been “softened up,” as Iraq 
was, through more than a decade of sanctions. 

Indeed, Iran may be the country to benefit 
most from the war in Iraq. Today it is awash in 
petrodollars thanks to sky-rocketing oil prices 
that are another side effect of the Iraq war. (One 
can only imagine the massive amounts of fuel the 
war effort itself has consumed, irrespective of the 
ongoing damage to oil pipelines by insurgents, for 
everything from Humvees, tanks and aircraft, to 


№ 





IRANIAN WOMEN LISTEN TO A TECHNICIAN АТ AN EXHIBITION OF IRAN'S 
ATOMIC ENERGY ORGANIZATION, MAY 2006 


the never-ending supply lines transporting meals, 
water, soldiers, ammo and absolutely everything 
else into the country). And Iran has been able to sit 
back and watch its two arch-enemies - the Taliban 
in Afghanistan and Saddam Hussein in Iraq - be 
defeated by the United States. 

Yet the situation is not exactly comforting for 
Iran. Today it is surrounded by a nuclear-armed 
Pakistan, American-occupied Afghanistan and Iraq, 
and a nuclear-armed Israel that did not hesitate to 
bomb Iraq’s Osirak nuclear reactor in 1981, despite 
subsequent condemnation from the United Nations. 
(It was the lesson of Osirak that led Iran to distribute 
its nuclear program at various points around the 
country, in many cases burying it deep underground, 
so as not to provide an easy target should history 
repeat itself.) And Iran’s leadership understands that 
the main issue in the minds of American military 
planners and their Israeli counterparts is not nuclear 
proliferation, but regime change. To back down or 
show weakness, they believe, is political suicide. 

Stopping nuclear proliferation is a noble goal, one 
the international community should support. But the 
double standards applied to Iran only make it more 
difficult to contain those who wish to join the nuclear 
club. They can’t fail to notice that what distinguishes 
the white hats from the black ones is not the actions 
of a nation. Pakistan, Israel and India can do as they 











please not because there is inherently less risk in 
their nuclear weapons programs, but because of their 
relationship to power. 

It is commonly said of Middle Eastern political 
arrangements that the enemy of my enemy is my 











friend. The same is true of politics in general. Yet 
changing times and circumstances indicate that 
friends can swiftly turn into enemies and enemies 


back into friends. The best way to deal with such 
eventualities, when it comes to issues as fundamental 
to human survival as nuclear weaponry, is to ensure 
that everybody plays by the same rule book, What is 
good for Iran is good for Israel and the US and every 
other aspiring member of the nuclear club. 

The sheer financial costs of the current path to war 
should be enough to signal that a new approach is 
essential. Given the trillion-dollar price tag of the 
war in Iraq, opening a new front in Iran would be 
financially disastrous, perhaps even spelling the end 
of American hegemony and opening new rifts in the 
relationships with China and Russia, who oppose 
the use of military force against Iran. When millions 
of Americans still have no medical insurance, when 
millions more make less than a living wage, when 
tuition costs make higher education off-limits to so 
many qualified students, the trade-off in terms of 
priorities means the casualties of war are not only 
in a hot dry country halfway across the world. 
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LK NEXT ТО THE ISRAELI SEPARATION WALL IN THE WEST BANK TOWN OF AL RAM. 


Defending the occupation has done to the American pro-Israel 
community what living as an occupier has done to Israel - muddied 
both its moral compass and its rational self-interest compass. 


2 $ —Daniel Levy, former advisor 
to prime minister Ehud Barak 


THROUGHOUT ITS HISTORY, ISRAEL HAS SHOWN THE 
potential to become a normal, even progressive 
society. But its need for military strength, coupled 
with a self-serving “alliance” with the US, has 
resulted in a rightward shift of Israeli politics and 
social policies — even defining Israel's view of itself 
in the world — and its emergence as a center for the 
global Right wing. This constellation of nefarious 
ideologies, groups and forces seeks nothing less than 
American-Christian hegemony over the entire world. 
In fact, the rise of a religious right in the West owes 
much of its impetus to Zionism and Israel, while 
Israel is able to pursue its Occupation only because 
of a willingness to serve Western (mainly US) 
imperial interests — including acting as a galvanizing 
center for global neoconservative forces. Israel's 
leading position in an expansive right wing alliance, 
then, has global implications, but it also gives Israel 
the military strength and political umbrella needed 
to transform its Occupation into annexation while 
advancing a Pax Americana over the Middle East. 

There are four elements to Israel's military 
influence as a point-country for American Empire: 

1) Israel has inserted itself into the center of the US 
military industry. This, at least, is how the American- 
Israel Political Action Committee (АТРАС) is able to 
sell Israel to members of Congress. According to its 
website in 2001 <www.aipac.org>: 


“The United States and Israel have formed a 
unique strategic partnership [a formal "strategic 
alliance" was signed in 1985]. Perhaps more than 
any two countries, the US and Israel share vital 
intelligence on terrorism, weapons proliferation 
and other threats. With US help, Israel is able 

to maintain its qualitative military edge for 
deterring aggression by its potential enemies. 

By collaborating with Israel, the US has a 
reliable, democratic and technologically- 
advanced partner in securing American 
strategic interests. This partnership includes: 
bilateral strategic agreements on military 
planning, ballistic missile defense and counter- 
terrorism; joint development of weapons and 
technologies; intelligence sharing; and combined 
military exercises. By working closely with the 
Israeli Defense Forces, and by pre-positioning 


equipment in Israel, the United States military 
enhances the readiness of its own forces 
responding to future crises in the Middle East. 
The US pre-positions hundreds of millions of 
dollars worth of military equipment, including 
spare parts, trucks, ammunition and armor in 
Israel. This equipment can be used by Israel 

as emergency supplies in times of crisis and is 
available to US forces for military contingencies 
in the region. Israeli defense companies have 
become a significant provider of military 
equipment to the US Armed Forces. Israel 
represents one of the top five suppliers of high- 
tech military hardware to the United States, 
and is first on a per capita basis. An average 

of 300 US Department of Defense and military 
personnel travel to Israel every month, more per 
capita than any other US ally.” 


Needless to say, Israel provided key support for 
the US in Iraq, including the construction of mock 
Iraqi neighborhoods and villages in the Negev where 
American troops could train. The American military 
government in Iraq, the “Civil Administration,” was 
patterned after the Israeli Civil Administration that 
rules the Occupied Territories. Israeli involvement 
in the defense-related economies in the districts of 
most members of Congress explains to a great degree 
why Israel enjoys the uncritical support it does. The 
Israeli astronaut who died in the Challenger accident 
testifies to the intimate involvement of Israel in the 
most guarded parts of the American military, where 
even European countries are excluded. In fact, 

Israel has just taken delivery of advanced F-16s and 
helicopter gunships that have been denied Europe. 

2) Israel also serves as the major arms 
subcontractor for American arms. It recently signed 
two agreements, worth $1.5 billion each, to train 
and equip both the Chinese and Indian armies with 
Israeli-tinkered US weaponry. The US uses Israel as 
a conduit when it wishes to avoid Congressional 
bans, embodied in the Arms Export Control Act, 
on selling arms to countries with serious human 
rights violations or, as 
in the case of India and 
Pakistan, when it wishes 
to avoid taking sides. 
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UNILATERALISM ISRAELI STYLE 


Israel is systematically destroying Palestinian society and 
the Palestinian nation, committing ethnocide, and the United 
States and the world community are willing partners in 


this crime. 

A small Palestinian village southwest 
of Bethlehem, a verdant agricultural 
village of 1,200 people called Wadi Fugin, 
is only one example of this destructive 
process. Wadi Fugin is dying a slow 
death - squeezed by the Israeli wall on. 
one side, an Israeli settlement on the 
other - because Israel's leaders, acting 
unilaterally, have decided to do as 
they please in Palestine and the Israeli. 
electorate has chosen a government 
pledged to this agenda. 

Wadi Fugin demonstrates the true 
intent of Israeli unilateralism. The village 
sits in a narrow valley between ridge 
lines - one rising in the west to Israel's 
pre-1967 border, where the wall will 
be built on village land; the other rising 
to the expanding Israeli settlement of 
Betar Illit, which is rapidly encroaching 
on the village. Mountains of construction 
debris from the settlement have been 
dumped into Wadi Fugin. Periodically, the 


settlement pours its sewage onto village lands. 

Wadi Fugin cannot long survive at this rate — without land, 
without employment, its young men arrested in middle-of- 
the-night raids, its civil servants unpaid, its people unable to 





move freely outside the village. Wadi Fugin sits on land Israel 
would rather have for itself. This is happening throughout 
the West Bank - the slow strangulation of Palestinian life, 
Palestinian livelihood. 
The fate of this village was sealed well 
The shelling before the Hamas election victory and 
Of a civilian neighborhood well before Israel, the US, and the EU 
ва consciously decided, in retaliation for 
War crime. that democratic choice, to try starving 
the Palestinians into submission. Gazans 
are literally starving; West Bankers are 
approaching starvation; movement of 
Hadil Raban goods into and out of Gaza has all but 
By a tank shell stopped; kidney dialysis and cancer 
ва patients are dying for lack of medications; 
War crime. the separation wall is devastating the 
West Bank and Jerusalem. The World 
Bank predicts governmental collapse 
throughout the occupied territories and 
a poverty rate exceedi ng 67 percent by 
late 2006. The international community's 
small steps to alleviate this humanitarian 
crisis will not significantly halt the slide 
into chaos. 

The new Israeli government will set 
its borders within the next few years, 
without consulting the Palestinians, 
without giving them contiguous territory, a capital, or 
international borders. It will take whatever land it wants, 
never mind the Palestinians. 


The murder of 
8-year old 


Those responsible 
Are Defense Minister 
Shaul Mofaz 
And Chief-of-Staff 
Dan Halutz. 


Gush Shalom ad published in Ha’aretz, 
April 14, 2006 


Kathleen Christison 


3) Because of access to American technology 
and financial support, Israel has become the third 
largest arms producer in the world, making more 
weapons than China, Britain or France. In fact, 
Israel produces 12 percent of the world’s arms. 

And it sells to countries few other want to associate 
with: Apartheid-era South Africa (where it trained 
the notorious security forces and helped develop 
the regime’s nuclear program), Mobutu’s Zaire, 
Liberia under Charles Taylor, the Burmese generals, 
Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Honduras and Guatemala 
under their military dictatorships, the corrupt and 
brutal regimes of Central Asia and Rwanda, where 
it sold small arms to the Hutu before and during the 
genocide, then, without interruption, to the Tutsis 
immediately afterwards. 

4) Israel has become a 
military superpower in its 
own right. Its army and air 
force rival those of the major 
European countries, and 
it has become the world’s 
fourth largest nuclear power, 
despite never signing the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty. It works closely 
with the US military. As 
Seymour Hersh wrote in The 
New Yorker: “The [Bush] Administration has been 
conducting secret reconnaissance missions inside 
Iran at least since last summer. Defense Department 
civilians, under the leadership of Douglas Feith, 
have been working with Israeli planners and 
consultants to develop and refine potential nuclear, 
chemical-weapons, and missile targets inside Iran.” 
And it pursues an aggressive military policy of 
its own, although with tacit or explicit American 
“permission.” Israel has become a leading subverter 
of human rights and progressive change throughout 
the world. It has military advisors and mercenaries 
in Colombia, both on the side of the government and 
of the drug cartels. Its mercenaries — all of whom 
operate under the supervision of the Ministry of 
Defense — are active in West Africa, where they broke 
the UN’s boycott on “blood diamonds,” as in many 
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T do not intend here 
to ‘hnock” Israel, but 
to shake it, to. yel at 
tts leaders: and citizens: 
„you doing? 
What have you become? 
Save yourselves!” 


other conflictual locales. Israeli advisors completely 
built Singapore’s army, today the strongest in 
Southeast Asia. Israel also has major weapons 
development programs with every country in the 
European Union. 

As an Israeli - and an immigrant to the country 
to boot - I write all this with sadness and concern. 
For all the violence and injustice that accompanied 
its birth, this was not the country it was intended 
to be. The slogan of the Israeli peace movement, 
“occupation corrupts,” has proven to be true with a 
vengeance. Israel has become a Sparta, an aggressive 
country with no moral brakes that endangers 
its neighbors, peoples of far-away land and, in 
the end, its own population, Israel has become a 
handmaiden (to choose a nice 
word) to American Empire, 
compounding the sins of 
occupation by joining forces 
with chauvinistic neocons, 
corporations pursuing 
war profits, anti-Semitic 
fundamentalists and other 
dubious forces subverting 
progressive civil society 
elements around the world. 
This is the greatest betrayal, 
not only of what Israel might 
have been had it sought accommodation and peace 
with the Palestinians and its other neighbors but 
of the Jewish people as a whole, who have been 
disproportionately represented among the progressive 
forces seeking to spread universal human and civil 
rights, and who themselves have a fundamental stake 
in such principles prevailing. I do not intend here to 
“knock” Israel, but to shake it, to yell at its leaders 
and citizens: “What are you doing? What have you 
become? Save yourselves!” If not that, then at least to 
constrain it, as we must constrain American Empire, 
for the sake of us all. 


Jeff Halper is the Director of the Israeli Committee 
Against House Demolitions (ICAHD). This is adapted 
from an essay that first appeared in Counterpunch 
magazine <www.counterpunch.org>. 


After the election of Hamas, Israel punished Palestinians by 
withholding the $50 million in monthly tax and customs duties it 
collects on imported goods destined for the West Bank and Gaza 


The US followed suit by issuing new guidelines to prevent any money 
from getting to the new Hamas-led government. It immediately cancelled or 
suspended more than $400 million in projects in the Palestinian territories. 


Then the European Union - traditionally more sympathetic to Palestinian concerns 
than the US - decided to suspend its $617 million in annual aid indefinitely. 


Muslim countries stepped up to the plate and announced that 
they would help make up the shortfall. iran promised $50 million, 
Saudi Arabia and Kuwait promised $97.5 million and the Arab 
League collectively came up with another $70 million. 


Palestinian banks, however, were afraid to transfer this money because of 
US Treasury warnings that anyone facilitating direct fundraising to Hamas - a 
designated terrorist organization - would be punished by the US government. 
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п embargo is a very dangerous move, strategically speaking. 
If the target does not immediately capitulate, then terrible 
ptics - starving families, sick children without access to 
intibiotics - can quickly rob the advantage from those doing 
ithe blockading. Sympathy for the suffering populace grows, 
allies appear where previously there were none, and the 

р lace itself can be radicalized against the aggressor to a 

~- legree that it never would have if not for the embargo. 
Twentieth-century history provides us with one classic 
¿example of a blockade that backfired. In June of 1948, the 
опа saw the first major political crisis of the Cold War, when 
Soviet forces cut off all rail and street access to West Berlin, 
is well as ай electricity, in an attempt to gain the upper hand 
jin already-strained negotiations with France, Britain and the 
United States over the post-war fate of Germany. Devising a 
рап to humiliate the Soviets in as public a manner as possible, 
“the three Western powers enlisted hundreds of pilots to 
airlift candy, food, medical supplies, coal and everything else 
needed to sustain the residents of West Berlin. The photos of 
heering Berlin schoolchildren soon began to circulate, and 
lany lingering sympathy for the Soviet forces evaporated in 
hat was considered the first great symbolic victory against 
he occupation. 

Any embargo or aid-freeze against Palestine could just as 
leasily prove disastrous in terms of undermining support — 
both within Palestine itself as well as internationally - for 

пе Hamas-led Palestinian Authority (PA). With 165,000 
трюуеев whose wages provide for a full 25 percent of the 

people іп the West Bank and Gaza, a financial meltdown within 
пе PA could put the region in a volatile and tremendously 
langerous position. Perhaps the decision made by the EU, the 

JUN, Russia and the US to set up alternate channels for aid was, 

in part, a tacit acknowledgment that deprivation and suffering 
ге not the ideal conditions under which to win hearts and 
iscourage extremism. 
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BREAKING THE EMBARGO ON PALESTINE 


In any case, these maneuvers did serve to reveal the true 
breadth and depth of the US government's ability to single- 
handedly bring a democratically elected foreign government to} 
its knees, all with a few vaguely threatening statements from 
the United States Treasury. Whether or not you agree with 
the notion of denying funds to the Palestinian Authority and 
the paramilitary organization that now leads it, you would not 
be alone in finding the readiness with which the US flexes its 
financial muscle more than just a little unsettling. 

The question for us now is this: Do we, as regular concerned, 
citizens, have any capacity to diminish the power of this y 
planet's political and economic behemoths in these matters? | 
Could a few thousand cultural creatives find innovative ways 
to send donations and support directly to credible sources in 
Gaza and the West Bank, in such a way that it would make a 
palpable difference? How much would it take from each of us? 
55 а month? $50 a month? Could we use this support in such 
a way that it would at least 
constitute a symbolic, yet 
по less powerful victory 
over strong-arm economics 
- like the people of Berlin 











Palestinian Children's 
Relief Fund 
www.perf.net 





over the Soviets? Islamic Relief 

Begin by checking www.islamic-relief.com 
out some of these 
organizations, and decide UN Relief and Works 
for yourself whether or Agency for Palestine 


not they serve causes that 
you would like to support. 
Then join the discussion at 
«adbusters.org», and make 
the case for what you think 
is the most effective place 
to focus our efforts. Let's 
make this thing grow! 


Refugees in the Near East 
www.un.org/unrwa 


Interpal 
www.interpal.org 





www.helpupa.com 








In May 1968, the Paris riots set off what has been called а "chain reaction of refusal," a general 
strike that was taken up first by university students, then by workers, then professors, nurses, 


«doctors, bus drivers and a piecemeal league of artists and anarchists. At the height of the unrest, 


fully ten million people took to the streets, erected barricades, fought with police, occupied 
Offices, factories, dockyards, theaters and campuses, sang songs, issued manifestos, sprayed 
slogans like "live without dead time” and “down with the spectacular-commodity culture” all over 
Paris, As to why so many people saw fit to bring their nation to a halt, there is no single answer. 
They protested for higher wages. They protested for worker self-determination and control of the 
means of production. They protested against a rigid and stifling education system. They protested 
against a government that was perceived as distant and unresponsive. They protested against 
Богедот, against the status quo itself. And as a result, for a few weeks, millions of people who 
had worked their whole lives in offices and factories broke from their daily routines and . . lived. 
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Compared to the playful, Situationist-inspired slogans of '68, it's easy to look down unfavorably upon 
chants of "Non à la précarité" as nothing more than self-interested cries for cushy employment in 
the civil service. But that word, précarité, speaks to an anxiety that runs far deeper than worrying 
over one's next payday. As with the riots of a few months previous, when marginalized youths set 
fire to thousands of cars in their own suburban neighborhoods, the protesters of ‘06 chose to lash 
out at a ruling class that had once again grown out of touch with its own citizens. More to the point, 
they reacted against a global zeitgeist in which human labor is casually traded as a commodity 
divorced from human lives — liberty, equality and fraternity be damned. 
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PROTESTER BRIAN HAW OUTSIDE LONDON’S PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS. 


BELEAGUERED HOME OFFICE SECRETARY CHARLES 
Clarke took time out from his recent headlong rush 
towards the parliamentary backbenches to take a 
swipe at the press. UK journalists, he complained, 
were too fond of bandying about “lazy and 
deceitful” phrases and, in the “absence of a genuinely 
dangerous and evil totalitarian dictatorship to fight” 
visited some of those slurs on the blameless UK 
government, branding it fascist and totalitarian, 

a hijacker of democracy and destroyer of the rule 

of law, and an advocate of police states, gulags 

and apartheid. 

No one could accuse Fleet Street of willful 
understatement. But while the oft-used British 
lament is that the UK “is only го years behind” 
whatever craziness its citizens see in the US, in one 
respect Britain is a transatlantic trailblazer: Blair’s 
government has exceeded the fantasies of even the 
most avowed neocon when it comes to dismantling 
civil liberties and safeguards in the wake of 9/11. 
And has been busy “disturbing the normal legal 
processes,” as the Prime Minister puts it, by passing 


three crime and security bills a year since the War 
on Terror began. 

As The Guardian’s Simon Jenkins noted, “The 
posing of some global menace to curtail civil rights 
and justify repressive laws is the oldest game in 
the book and does indeed recall an ‘ism’ which, in 
deference to the home secretary, we dare not name.” 

And as George Monbiot warned, “No act has 
been passed over the last 20 years with the aim of 
preventing anti-social behaviour, trespass, harassment 
and terrorism which has not also been deployed to 
criminalise a peaceful public engagement in politics.” 

So when Walter Wolfgang, an 82-year-old Jewish 
concentration camp survivor and Labour party 
member of 57 years, was briefly detained by police 
after shouting “nonsense” at the Foreign Secretary 
during the 2005 party conference, he was held 
under anti-terrorism legislation, Had he shouted out 
“nonsense” twice, he could have been charged under 
the Protection from Harassment Act — originally 
designed to target stalkers. Such legislation has 
already been used to arrest an animal rights protestor 
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for sending two polite emails to a drug company 
executive, and to prosecute two peace campaigners 
at Yorkshire’s Menwith Hill military intelligence 
base for “causing harassment, alarm or distress” 

to American servicemen by standing outside the 
gates holding a placard that read “George W. Bush? 
Oh dear!” And last October six Lancaster University 
students were convicted of aggravated trespass 
after entering their lecture theatre for three 

minutes to hand out leaflets to staff attending a 
seminar organized by Shell, GlaxoSmithKline, BAE 
systems, and DuPont on how to commercialize 
university research. 

But the most effective weapon against democratic 
protest is the Serious Organised Crime and Police 
Act 2005. While the incitement to religious hatred 
clause provided numerous column inches and a 
marvellous distraction as the bill was debated, few 
noticed Section 132 which bans all spontaneous 
protests in any area “designated” by government, 
including the square kilometer around parliament. 
This clause was tailormade to evict the 56-year-old 
father-of-seven and peace campaigner Brian Haw 
from his five-year makeshift camp on a Westminster 
traffic island that MPs must pass on their way to 
the House of Commons. So it was with some mirth 
that the press dubbed Section 132 “Haw’s Law” 
when journalists discovered he was the only man 
in Britain to receive immunity from prosecution 
because his protest preceded the new law. Until May 
8 that is, when after having his nose broken three 
times (by, variously, an English woman, a US marine 
from the American embassy and a man claiming 
to be from Israeli intelligence), and surviving one 
divorce, two arrests, and four eviction attempts, the 
House of Lords called time on his dignified protest 
by upholding the Government’s appeal against the 
Worcester carpenter. 

But how could such a sweeping assault on 
democracy happen in Britain, with its robust 
press and extensive experience of terrorism 
without previous displays of hysteria? Maybe it’s 
because it’s not the country it once was. Creeping 
authoritarianism has entered all aspects of everyday 
life, exposing residents to unprecedented levels of 
surveillance and punishment. 

Already the most-watched country in the world, 
with 4 million cctv cameras — one for every 14 
people - perched like steel crows above roads, towns 
and city centers, by the end of 2006, Britons will 


be the first to have all their car journeys monitored 
using a network of speed cameras and automatic 
number plate recognition technology housed in a 
monitoring center capable of processing as many 

as 50 million plates a day. The system was devised 
to catch drivers without tax and insurance, but the 
movements of all citizens, even those who committed 
no offence, will be stored for up to six years. 

Pedestrians are also being targeted. Under the 
Serious Organised Crime and Police Act 2005 all 
criminal offences, no matter how minor, are now 
arrestable. Residents face fines of up to £100 for 
a range of misdemeanours including discarding 
cigarettes on the street, putting trash cans out on the 
wrong day, and failing to stifle car alarms. Children 
stopped by police can have their DNA taken and 
retained for life without being charged or cautioned. 
So far 24,000 samples are already in the National 
DNA Database. When the national identity card 
scheme is made law, their parents will join them, 
paying £300 each for compulsory cards that store 
biometric data and contain radio frequency chips 
to eventually enable authorities to scan crowds of 
demonstrators for names and addresses. 

“Already we've become used to police filming, 
demonstrations for the same purpose,” noted George 
Monbiot, “When they started it, ten years ago, it 
caused outrage. But now we don’t even notice them, 
not even to the extent of waving and shouting ‘hello 
mum.’ Like every other intrusion on our privacy, it 
has become normal. It will not require a tyrannical 
government to deprive us of our freedom. Step by 
voluntary step we have given it up already.” 

But then there’s little resistance to future tyranny 
either. Clarke was sacked after Labour’s worst 
local election result in зо years when voters swung 
abruptly to the right. Like a nation of uneasy 
children, the electorate could not forgive him for first 
failing to deport and then losing hundreds of foreign 
criminals. In a country learning to fear immigrants 
and implicitly trust surveillance and punishment, 
this lapse from the man responsible for watching 
over them and curtailing so many freedoms in the 
name of public safety was unforgivable. 

So voters chose the UK’s only fascist party in 
record numbers instead, and the British National 
Party doubled its number of English Councillors. No 
one in government or civil liberties circles seemed 
remotely surprised. 

Maria Hampton 
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IT TOOK SIX WEEKS FOR A GROUP OF 43 
indigenous people from the Indonesian 
province of West Papua to navigate in a 
small canoe from the northern coast of 
their rugged, rainforest home, around the 
island, across hundreds of kilometers of 
open sea, to land at the northern tip of 
Australia in January. 

The arrival of these West Papuan 
independence activists - fleeing the 
Indonesian military’s cruelty - marks one 
of the few occasions when the real world 
impinges on Australia’s blissful isolation. 

The mineral-rich province of West 
Papua is a prize members of Indonesia’s 
military won't be giving up to a bunch of 
pesky indigenous folks. So in the course 
of conducting and protecting mining and 
logging operations, the military regularly 
raids and burns villages, raping, torturing 
and executing. 

A key site is the gold and copper mine 
run by US-based company Freeport 
McMoRan. The tailings from the mine 
have left rivers in one of the planet's 
biodiversity hot spots biologically dead. 

So when the asylum seekers were 
accepted as fleeing persecution and granted 
visas to stay in Australia, the Indonesian 
government reacted with fury - going so 
far as to recall its ambassador to Australia. 

This crisis offered the Australian 
government a classic dilemma. It draws 
much of its support from an authoritarian 
populist stance and promises to stop INDONESIAN PROTESTERS DEMANDING THAT DIPLOMATIC 
refugees from Iraq, Iran and Afghanistan. TIES WITH AUSTRALIA BE CUT, APRIL 2006. 
Indeed, government leaders have spent 








years vilifying boat arrivals, insisting they were so far as to publish an opinion piece - in the Business 
undeserving - because they paid people smugglers section, nonetheless - observing that the Grasberg 
— and barbarous - a dig at Muslims because we copper mine - owned by Freeport McMoRan and 
all know what they are like, don’t we? the target of blockades by local villagers - was 
But this time the refugees were coming in their own “a monster,” a “freakish engineering achievement” 
canoes, and they were Christians. A poll published sitting 4500 meters above sea level, 
in The Australian — usually a mouthpiece of right- in dense jungle, at the foot of a glacier. 
wing orthodoxy - showed that over 75 percent The Australian went on to note that Freeport 
of Australians supported self-determination or McMoRan “was created by a football playing, Elvis- 


independence for West Papua. The newspaper went impersonating, geologist called James R. Moffett.” 


смаллавлоомпма HOVUD 


Apparently Moffett and his partner Richard 
Adkerson cashed in stock options worth $130 
million on top of their combined $77 million annual 
salaries, The article also noted that the company paid 
millions of dollars directly to the Indonesian military 
and concluded that the locals get nothing in return 
“for accepting the environmental and social burden 
of hosting Freeport’s profit machine.” 

With coverage like this, the government’s usual 
anti-refugee stance clearly wouldn't work this time 
around. Nevertheless, populist or not, within days 
came the policy reversal. Any future asylum seekers 
that land on the Australian mainland will be taken to 
offshore client states - Papua New Guinea or Nauru, 
an atoll in the middle of the Pacific — to have their 
claims processed. If their claims are successful, they 
will be resettled in a third country. The policy change 
appears to be aimed at stopping any more West 
Papuans settling in Australia where they can be 
vocal for West Papuan independence. 

Newspaper cartoonists have delighted in the 
government's appeasement of the Indonesian 
demands, Prime Minister John Howard’s most 
famous anti-refugee war cry, “We will decide who 
comes to this country and the circumstances in which 
they come,” has been subverted by one cartoonist 
who has him declaring, “They [Indonesia] will decide 
who comes to this country.” 

Sydney anthropologist Ghassan Hage explains the 
reaction to boat arrivals as “the guilty conscience 
of thieves,” and suggests that subconsciously Anglo- 
Australians see it as a case of “we know what you 
people are up to — because we came and stole this 
land in the first place and now you're trying to do 
the same thing.” 

But the public response to the arrival of the West 
Papuans shows it can be otherwise. West Papua 
solidarity demonstrations continue, such as the one 
targeting the annual general meeting of Rio Tinto, 
Freeport McMoRan’s Australian corporate partner. 
Herman Wanggai, a spokesperson for the asylum 
seekers who arrived in January, spoke at the AGM 
as a proxy shareholder. 

As for the government, the arrival of the West 
Papuans showed that when economic concerns are 
involved, all the carefully staged populism goes out 
the window. 


Jonathan Gadir is a Sydney-based journalist. 


(CANADA ——— 


LAST YEAR, THEN-PRIME MINISTER PAUL MARTIN AND 
his Liberal government committed most of Canada's 
ground forces to a US-led counterinsurgency mission 
in southern Afghanistan. The deployment was 
intended to atone for Canada's refusal to join the 
Iraq War and US missile defence. It is already having 
unintended consequences. 

Canada's Conservative Party, many of whose 
members identify with US Republicans, supported 
the deployment from the outset. In January 2006, 
they narrowly defeated the Liberals to form a 
minority government. 

The new prime minister — Stephen Harper 
- immediately flew to Khandahar to visit the troops. 
In a photo-op that could have been scripted by 
Karl Rove, he asserted that Canadians were subject 
to the same terrorist threat as Americans. Anyone 
who questioned the militaristic approach would, 
by suggesting a lack of resolve, be emboldening the 
terrorists and putting Canadian lives at risk. 

Yet Canadians are, by definition, not Americans. 
They are more comfortable with political 
disagreements, more widely-travelled, and live in 
а society that is distinctly un-militarized. Harper's 
efforts to stoke fear and patriotism were destined 
to fail. 

Across the country, difficult questions were asked. 
Why were Canadian soldiers transferring captured 
insurgents to US and Afghan authorities when there 
was evidence that both countries engage in torture? 
Why were they relying on anti-personnel landmines 
laid by US soldiers, or left over from the Soviet 
occupation of Afghanistan, when Canada had led 
the campaign for the “Ottawa Convention” banning 
landmines? Why were Canadian soldiers relying on 
US warplanes for air-support when the United States, 
because of its refusal to sign many international 
treaties, is not required to exercise the same care for 
civilian lives when choosing targets and weapons? 
What other missions, such as stopping the genocide 
in Darfur, were they unavailable to fulfill because of 
being tied down in Afghanistan? 

In 2005, the Liberals sold the Afghanistan mission 
to Canadians as a reconstruction exercise. This 
characterization has become untenable as the dangers 
of counter-insurgency manifest themselves. Fifteen 
Canadian soldiers have already been killed and twice 





THE COFFIN OF PRIVATE ROBERT COSTALL LANDS IN CANADA 
AFTER НЕ WAS KILLED BY AN INSURGENT ATTACK IN AFGHANISTAN. 
AS OF APRIL 2006, THE CANADIAN GOVERNMENT BANNED THE 
MEDIA FROM COVERING THE RETURN OF DEAD SOLDIERS. 


that number seriously wounded - many by roadside 
bombs. The deaths and injuries have received 
widespread attention in a country that had not lost 
a soldier in combat since the Korean War. Public 
support for the deployment has dropped to around 
40 percent, well below the combined vote for the 
Conservatives and Liberals in the last election. 

With another election likely next year, the 
Conservatives have sought to draw attention away 
from the casualties. They have stopped the practice 
- initiated by the Liberals after a friendly-fire incident 
in 2002 - of lowering the flag on the parliamentary 
“Peace Tower” each time a soldier is killed. They 
have also imitated the Bush Administration by 
banning the media from the airport ceremonies at 
which soldiers bodies are welcomed home. These 
moves have caused a storm of protest, including from 
some of the dead soldiers’ families. One angry father 
showed an amateur video-tape of returning caskets 
at his son’s funeral, after having invited the media 
to attend. 

The majority of Canadians have never supported 
George Bush’s militaristic policies, not even in 
the weeks and months after September 11, 2001. 
They’re certainly not about to do so now, after 
the non-existent weapons of mass destruction, the 
photographs from Abu Ghraib, and the almost daily 


carnage in Afghanistan and Iraq. 

Stephen Harper calculates that disgruntled 
Canadian voters have nowhere to turn. The 
Liberals initiated the counter-insurgency mission 
in Afghanistan and can hardly oppose it now. 

The separatist Bloc Quebecois has expressed 
concerns, but runs candidates only in the province 

of Quebec. Most Canadians who are opposed to the 
war have only one serious alternative: the left-leaning 
New Democratic Party, which has never formed a 
national government. 

If Harper’s calculation is correct, Canada will 
simply become another US satellite, much like Puerto 
Rico. But it’s also possible that enough Canadians 
will reject continued participation in unnecessary, 
unwinnable, US-led wars. Across Latin America, 
independently-minded social democrats are being 
swept into office, much to the consternation of Bush. 
Why couldn’t it happen in Canada? 


Michael Byers holds the Canada Research Chair 
in Global Politics and International Law at the 
University of British Columbia. 
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HE WANTS TO TURN THE PRESIDENTIAL PALACE INTO 
a museum, lives in a modest Mexico City apartment, 
drives a compact car, calls himself a ray of hope 
and led the polls in the race for Mexico’s presidency 
for over two years. His name is Andres Manuel 
Lopez Obrador, and he has Mexico’s business elite 
worried with his talk of the poor. While Mexico 
City mayor, Lopez Obrador created programs that 
gave seniors, single mothers and the disabled small 
monthly checks. At 52, Lopez Obrador has come a 
long way from his days working and living with the 
poor Chontal Indians in his Gulf Coast home state 
of Tabasco. But this is where he found his social 
conscience, according to College of William & 
Mary professor George Grayson, author of 

a recent biography of Lopez Obrador entitled 
Mexican Messiah. 

“Lopez Obrador sees himself as the redeemer of 
the poor who have been afflicted by neo-liberalism 
and market economics,” said Grayson. 

A widower with three children, Lopez Obrador 
met death at a young age. His father kept a pistol 
obtained in repayment of a debt in the family store. 
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Obrador Lopez was 15 and his brother 14 when 
the two were minding the shop alone. The gun went 
off and the younger brother was killed. By most 
accounts, the event was an accident, the younger 
brother had been playing with the gun. But Lopez 
Obrador’s opponents continue to whisper it was 

a murder. 

Politics in Mexico is a dirty game and Lopez 
Obrador has trudged through the grime. In 1994 
he lost the election for the governorship of Tabasco 
to Roberto Madrazo, an opponent in the recent 
presidential race who ran a distant third. Shortly 
after the loss Lopez Obrador received 14 boxes 
describing “chapter and verse” how Madrazo spent 
$70 million to win the election in a state of five 
million people, said Grayson. 

Madrazo was investigated for breaching campaign 
spending rules and polling irregularities, but 
the governor argued that the allegations were 
within state, not federal jurisdiction, and the case 
was dropped. 

The scandal thrust Lopez Obrador onto the 
national stage and in 2000 he took Mexico City’s 
mayorship and his popularity blossomed. 

He set his sights on the presidency, only to find 
himself fighting off the dirty tricks of Mexican 
president Vicente Fox and his right-wing National 
Action Party (РАМ). In April 2005, while Fox 
applauded, PAN along 
with the Institutional 
Revolutionary Party 
(prt) = which ruled 
Mexico with astounding 
corruption for decades 
— voted in the House 
of Deputies to strip 
Lopez Obrador of 
his immunity over an 
obscure land ownership 
case. The controversy 
centered on the 
construction of a road 
to a hospital through 
an expropriated piece 
of land and a judicial 
order to compensate the 
landowner. The land 
had been expropriated 
by the city in 1989. 

In response to the 


immunity-stripping vote, Mexico City legislators 
countered by voting in support of Lopez Obrador 
and hundreds of thousands thronged to the streets 
in some of the largest demonstrations ever witnessed 
in the city. The popular outrage forced Fox to back 
down and his attorney general resigned soon after. 

But with the presidential race winding down, 
Lopez Obrador took the toughest hits of his career. 
This past March, PAN candidate Felipe Calderon, 
Fox's former energy minister, launched vicious 
television attack ads warning Mexico was “in 
danger” if the former mayor triumphed. Calderon 
tagged Lopez Obrador as a careless spender and 
linked him to Venezuelan populist firebrand Hugo 
Chavez. The campaign had an immediate impact. 
Lopez Obrador's two-year lead in the polls suddenly 
vanished and he found himself clawing for first with 
Calderon. Despite a torrent of advice to stoop to 
Calderon's level, Lopez Obrador refused to counter 
the smear campaign. 

“Our adversaries are mistaken, as are their 
publicists, because they think the people are stupid,” 
said Lopez Obrador during a May campaign stop in 
Ameca, southwest of Guadalajara, according to the 
Los Angeles Times. “We are going to show that the 
power of the people is worth more than the millions 
that they spend on their [television] spots.” 

Jorge Barrera 





MEXICAN PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE ANDRES MANUEL LOPEZ OBRADOR AT A 
CAMPAIGN RALLY IN ACTOPAN, APRIL 2006 
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BOLIVIAN AYMARA WOMEN SIT BENEATH A TRADITIONAL INCA FLAG АТ A ROADBLOCK OUTSIDE LA PAZ. 


CIRCUMVENTING THE FEUDAL LORD: A NEW ALTERNATIVE FOR LATIN AMERICA 


A little over a year ago, Ecuadorians of every 

class, race and age, universally unsatisfied with 

the government of then president Lucio Gutierrez, 
inundated the streets of the capital during several 
long and cold nights to protest against the regime. 
Amid the social and political disorder, the president 
was ultimately deposed thanks to the pressure of a 
public that refused to back down. 

In the last ten years, no elected president in 
Ecuador has completed his term. Many international 
observers tend to categorize these circumstances 
as political instability characteristic of a region 
unattractive for foreign investment. At best, it shows 
that even the exercise of basic democracy in Ecuador 
is not a tranquil affair. The consequently poor 
investment grade awarded by international financial 


institutions to this small South American country 
further exasperates local authorities who are pulling 
their hair out in search of the formula that will steer 
their nation on to the path toward progress. But they 
needn't be so discouraged, for the radical politics of 
Ecuador, and elsewhere in Latin America, is in fact a 
sign of its great promise. 

In the nineteenth century, in the middle of the 
industrial revolution in Europe - more specifically in 
France - a beautiful word was conceived which has 
subsequently taken on darker connotations. Many of 
the workers employed in the factories and workshops 
of the day wore as part of their uniform single-pieced 
wooden shoes - sabots in French. In that era, anyone 
who talked about factories and workers inevitably 
talked about labor exploitation, at which point it 
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was impossible to avoid the subject of protest. In this 
case the protest consisted of the workers removing 
their sabots and inserting them into the gears of 

the machines. The intention was to disrupt the 
machinery until labor agreements were revised to the 
satisfaction of the majority of the workers. Thus was 
born the noble term sabotage, conditional protest to 
improve labor conditions. 

Very few Latin American policy-makers understand 
that the political instability here that frustrates 
Western banks and governments is analogous to 
putting sabots in the machine. When we protest, 
the authorities try to make us feel guilty with the 
recurrent admonition that “we are digging our own 
grave,” and that our dissatisfaction is not consistent 
with the principles of development and progress. 

But the simple fact is that we’re tired of being told 
to adopt models that are incompatibile with Latin 
American idiosyncrasy and history. We're fed up with 
the ideological avalanche that is force-fed to us from 
the First World. We recognize that “the people” as 
a social force exist more in their currents of change 
than in their contradictions. Voting for a president 
who shortly thereafter betrays the popular will, 
and then forcing his resignation through popular 
pressure, does suggest a certain degree of turmoil. 
But it also confirms that the fundamental democratic 
impulse is alive and kicking. 

The same cannot be said for the world economic 
order, which functions like a mechanism that spins 
by its own inertia for its own interests. Under 
this framework, productive human activities are 
measured according to their highest yield and profit, 
independent of the human forces behind it. The 
clearest example of this is the United States’ ambition 
to implement a continental free trade zone - the 
Free Trade Agreement of the Americas (FTAA). 

But the problem with this proposal, and all of those 
like it, is that it is offered to us without any intention 
of human accord, let alone solidarity. 

The countries of the south are still commercially 
dependent on the US. It’s no surprise then, that 
the FTAA carries the stench of economic coercion. 
It is accompanied by the usual ideological artillery 
warning us how self-destructive and irresponsibile 
it would be to not board the train of global progress 
— which is to say, to not sign this agreement. The 
agreement’s proponents are incapable of seeing the 
world from another persepective, where the people 
come together not only to buy and sell, but for 





social and intercultural exchange aimed at correcting 
asymmetries. Economics, as a field of study, was born 
a social science precisely because of the enormous 
social factors that alter its development. Neoliberal 
economic doctrine tends to forget this human factor, 
converting the masses into statistics, markets or 
simply data. 

Specifically, the FTAA proposes a hemisphere-wide 
commercial trade zone in which domestic policies 
are legally unable to impede the profit potential of 
foreign corporations. One of its central components 
is a provision called “Investor Rights,” which 
legally assigns more rights to foreign corporations 
than to private citizens and domestic governments. 
The operating principle of the provision is that any 
domestic policy - be it protection of ecologically 
sensitive areas, clean air rules, worker safety 
regulations - that impairs a foreign corporation 
from realizing its “right” to generate a profit can be 
challenged in a closed-door trade tribunal. So foreign 
corporations could not only challenge the domestic 
environmental and labor policies of other nations, 
but they could also demand financial compensation 
from that country for the amount that such policies 
impaired their profit-making potential. 

It’s scary stuff, but there are alternatives. The 
governments of Venezuela, Cuba, and now Bolivia, 
have signed the Bolivarian Alternative for Latin 
America and the Caribbean (ALBA), while Uruguay, 
Argentina and Brazil are already cooperating with 
the initiative. Colombia and Peru, meanwhile, 
have signed the rrAA with the US, while Ecuador's 
decision is still pending. Essentially, the direction 
taken by Latin America - which could profoundly 
affect the course of the future for many decades to 
come - 15 being decided right now. 

ALBA promotes the idea that the geopolitics of free 
trade ought to imply more than merely facilitating 
access to markets and eliminating tariffs to attract 
investment, a system that primarily benefits the 
most industrially developed nations. Instead, ALBA 
proposes that commercial access come accompanied 
by provisions for compensation and assistance in the 
case of disparities. 

ALBA also intends to break the pattern of 
institutionalized exploitation of Latin American 
resources for the benefit of European and US 
consumption and industrial production. This 
exploitation extends beyond raw materials and 
minerals to include the region's ancestral knowledge. 
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ARGENTINA'S PRESIDENT NESTOR KIRCHNER, BOLIVIA'S EVO MORALES, BRAZIL'S LUIZ INACIO LULA DA SILVA AND VENEZUELA'S HUGO 


CHAVEZ АТ A REGIONAL SUMMIT IN IGUAZI 


Transnational agricultural and pharmaceutical 
corporations patent seeds that have been used by 
local farmers to grow crops for generations and 
plants whose medicinal value has been employed by 
indigenous communities for centuries. They are then 
produced industrially and sold back, at a premium, 
to the very same communities from which they were 
expropriated. ALBA would ensure that the resources 
of the region benefit, first and foremost, the people of 
the region, as opposed to outside economic interests. 

For a long time, the progressive forces in Latin 
America were not cohesive enough to sabotage the 
machine. But right now the continent is, politically 
and socially, in a state of effervescence. Farmers 
— who in the Andean region tend to come from 
indigenous communities — are a big part of the 
reason Ecuador is reluctant to sign the ЕТАА. And 
the current presidential election in Peru still leaves 
hope that that country won't ratify the FTAA, further 
shoring up regional opposition to US attempts at 
economic hegemony. 

Presently, the governments of Latin America 
are charged with the responsibility of thwarting 
imperialist pressures and directing their nations 
along the path to full sovereignty. As a vehicle of 
such change, ALBA resonates with the people because 
it points so optimistically to the prospect of a new 
destiny. Today we have the opportunity to determine 





ARGENTIN 





, MAY 2006. 





our own change, to develop alongside it, to grow 
young again and grow old together. 

At this point in history Latin Americans are ready 
to receive and accompany an eruption of events that 
ends the injustice and inequality that has marked 
our existence thus far. We can no longer tolerate 
the submission of our mistreated sovereignty to 
the dictates of inhuman and purely technical logic. 
Social existence cannot be reduced to a technocracy; 
universalization and homogenization are bizarre 
fabrications of wealth and misery that are no 
longer acceptable. 

I want to believe that we can put a sabot in the 
machine, that it is possible to stop the gears that 
would drive us to a more drastic inequality. Latin 
America wants to be more social-minded and 
cooperative. The challenge is to avoid being divided 
by rushed and coercive negotiations, and to pursue 
our own priorities rather than those imposed from 
afar. This is a continent that simply wants to recover 
that which was long ago stolen: its liberty. 





Andrés Barriga is a Quito, Ecuador-based artist and 
documentary film maker. His most recent films are 
“25 Years of Democracy in Ecuador 1979-2004” 
and “Velasco: Portrait of an Andean Monarch.” 
This article was translated by María Isabel Dávila 
and Gerald Е Toth. 












To the people of Chechnya, 1 would like to offer something that is long 
overdue: an apology. | am sorry. | am sorry for my hard-line response to 


separatist aspirations in the region. | am sorry for my failure to pursue 
reasonable diplomatic solutions. | am sorry for the inexcusable abuses of 
Russian forces in Chechnya - the disappearances, the thefts, the torture, 
the rapes, all of it. Perhaps most of all, 1 am sorry for using my influence 
over the Russian media to downplay these terrible truths, including the 
troubled history of Soviet involvement in the North Caucasus. 


Russian President Viadimir Putin 
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There is much that | could apologize for. | could apologize for the Шева! wiretaps, 

for election irregularities. | could apologize for compromizing the authority of 

international law, for misrepresenting the facts in the lead-up to the war in Iraq, \ 
for the abuse and, yes, torture of prisoners at Guantanamo. | could even apologize 

for the culture of fear and distrust that | have personally had a hand in cultivating. 

And | do, in fact, apologize for all of these things. But there is one apology that | owe 

to the American people more than any other: | am sorry for squandering the world's 
sympathy, for forcing our friends and neighbors to turn their backs on us because 

of my headlong rush into Iraq. 





US President George W. Bush 


1 don't know what got into me. What | said was ill-advised 
~ stupid, even. The Holocaust is an irrefutable historical 
fact. That | suggested otherwise is deeply embarrassing. 
Iran deserves more from its president. 

Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad 


‘SORRY, FOLKS. IN CASE YOU'RE 
WONDERING, WE MADE 
‘THESE THREE QUOTES UP. 
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against them in court as evidence of fault. The bill 
;- variations of which have already been successfully 
implemented in some US states and all of Australia 
— is expected to settle disputes at an early stage 
before they are taken to court. 

Apologies are essential to the dignity and harmony 
of any society. So long as human beings coexist, 
they always run the risk of victimizing one another. 
Accidents happen, mistakes are made, abuse and 
injury occur on a daily basis. What allows society 
to function despite these offenses is the process of 
apology and forgiveness. For offenders to admi: 
wrongdoing and ask for forgiveness is part of human 
nature and consistent with the notion of justice. 

Paradoxically, the words *I'm sorry" have become 
taboo within our modern court system, where an 
apology is tantamount to admission of guilt. In 
order to thwart any claims of liability, defendants 
are often coached to turn a blind eye to the victim's 
suffering, express no remorse, and generally deny any 
responsibility for the offense. Not surprisingly, this 
approach has only hardened the victims’ resolve to 
take their matter to court. 
According to psychologist Aaron Lazare, there are 
four main motives for which people make apologies. 
The first two are to salvage or restore a damaged 
relationship, and express regret and remorse for 
causing suffering. Heartfelt, sincere apologies by 
offenders with these motives in mind are often 

ssential to the victims” healing process. 

A good example of this is the Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission in South Africa. 

he Commission, which reviewed more than 
120,000 testimonies and confessions from victims 
and perpetrators of political violence that took place 
between 1960 and 1994, had a profound effect on 


shaping the fate of the post-apartheid nation. Many 
of the victims who had been kidnapped, tortured 
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NO LONGER AFRAID ТО SAY “I’M SORRY” 
НЕ CANADIAN PROVINCE OF BRITISH COLUMBIA IS 

бег to pass a historical bill that will allow individuals 

о offer an apology to victims without having it used 
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and imprisoned did not ask for prosecution, while 
police officers apologized without expecting to be 
forgiven in returned. While skeptics expressed doubt 
over the effectiveness of the Commission, few would 
deny that it helped to reconcile the population and 
heal relations that had been poisoned by years of 
racial strife. Today, South Africa's government is a 


comparatively peaceful co-existence of ethnic groups р 
that, only то years ago, had been terrorizing each 
other with bombs and guns. 
Sadly, many of the most powerful leaders today 
seem to be issuing apologies in order to escape 
Ø 


and reduce punishment, and to relieve a guilty 
conscience, Bush and Blair delivered televised 
“apologies” over the scandals of the Iraq war, 
more to escape punishment at the polls, and the 
International Criminal Court, than out of genuine | 
remorse. Blair, for example, merely addressed a 
hypothetical situation by admitting that he “can 
apologize for the information [leading to the Iraq 
war] that turned out to be wrong,” while Bush 
lamely observed that “democracy is not perfect 
= mistakes are made” before adding that Saddam, 
too, was guilty of torturing people at the Abu Ghraib 
jail. Neither asked forgiveness from the Iraqi people, 
nor did they offer reparations for the victims. History 
is a poor professor: both Bush and Blair must know 
that apologies mean nothing without genuine feeling 
and concrete action to support it. Japan, which has 
apologized over thirty times and offered millions in 
reparations for its war crimes, continues to draw ire 
from its Asian neighbours for its minimization — 
and occasional justification - of its victims’ plight in 
textbooks and mass media. 

The value of the Apology Act will be tested 
when we see the intentions with which people issue 
apologies. Whether it be to express sincere remorse 
or to alleviate punishment, one thing is clear: this 
new act brings us closer to the day when people are 
no longer afraid to say “I’m sorry.” 
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Jenny Uechi 
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Well plant anew garden finer 
than this, and you see it, and 


‚you understand, and deep jay, 


gentle joy will sink into your soul, 





like the evening sun. 


— Anton Chekhov, 


The Cherry Orchard 
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America 1942 





China 2006 





FU HONG 


Fu Hong's celebrated painting, Chaogang Road (2003) bears an eerie resemblance to 
Nighthawks (1942) by Edward Hopper, which depicts the loneliness and artificiality of 
American society during its rise as an economic superpower. 
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I drank my coffee out of a Styrofoam cup 
I put something in my body that came out of extruded polystyrene 


1 drove to work 
In the aluminum and steel and over the asphalt and tar and oil 
The air was heavy with carbon monoxide and hydrochloric acid pollution 
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1 saw the people under those interior lights 
Their faces illuminated by phosphor-coated glass tubes, inert gas and mercury 
Late my dinner out of a polystyrene and polypropylene dish, 
1 had cooked it in a microwave, warmed it with a megatron at 2450 megahertz frequency 
It was calories and BHT, BHA, sulphites and yellow no.5. 
Carley Friesen 
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* While the stars have been with us since the very beginning, we have only known 
» the lightbulb for a huridred years or so. Yet the newcomer has been quick to conspire 
against its celestial older sisters. Aided by aircraft condensation trails, smog, 
and global-warming-augmented levels of water vapor, the simple electric light is 
trespassing aggressively upon the night sky. What we are now seeing - or failing to 
“see — is the silent erasure of the heavens as we know them. 



















MAYBE EVERY GENERATION FEELS 
Ж, confronted by some crisis that will 
determine the fate of the planet. But unless 
your head is buried in the sand, it’s not 
possible to be ignorant of the extraordinary 
planetary crisis that confronts all of us 
today. Environmental collapse no longer 
merely threatens: we are well into it and 
it’s already apparent that civilization as we 
know it is going to be transformed in some 
very uncomfortable ways by the mutually- 
reinforcing breakdown of ecological 
systems, especially global climate chang 
one depletion, rapid disappearanc 
of many species, and various types of 
pollution, including some we don’t know 
about yet. 

Although our globalizing economic 

sy s a wholly-owned subsidiary of 
the biosphere, the cEos who direct this 
system (as much as anyone controls it) 
can’t plan much further than the next 
quarterly report, anymore than politicians 
can think further than the next election. 
(Overpopulation, pandemics, and the 
increasing deprivation of basic necessities 
for vast numbers of people threaten social 
breakdown, while the media — profit- 
making enterprises whose primary focus is 
the bottom-line, rather than investigating 
land revealing the truth — distract us with 
infotainment and assurances that the 
solution is “more of the same”: keep 

ithe faith, hang in there long enough and 
eventually technological development and 
есопопис growth, more consumerism and 
eater GNP will resolve our problems. 

As if that were not enough, our ignorant, 
corrupt and arrogant leaders, or rather 
rulers, have shown themselves to be inept at 
everything except lying and gaining power. 

































Now that their deceit and incompetence 
are coming back to haunt them, their 
popularity has been plummeting — but at 
the same time they have been consolidating 
their power. The faces will change, while 
the power structure remains much the 
same, unless we find ways to do something 
about it. 

One of the most important tools for 
maintaining their power is fear, which 
requires replacing the Cold War with a 
ending “war on terror” that means 
never-ending profits for a military-industrial 
complex that fattens on war and would 
collapse without it. Intentionally or not, 
the war on terror has been prosecuted in a 
way guaranteed to produce a dozen more 
despairing people who hate the US for 
every “terrorist” we kill. Our aggressive 
efforts to suppress terrorism ensure that 
it will continue. As Peter Ustinov put it, 
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terrorism is the war of the poor; war is the 
terrorism of the rich. The violence of small 
terrorist groups such as al Qaeda is, in the 
final analysis, trivial compared to the “state 
terrorism” (including sanctioned torture) 
that we feel justified in unleashing on 
anyone else who scares us or challenges our 
“national interests.” 

I do not offer the above reflections as 
political opinion (“c’mon, we have to hear 
the other side too!”) but as fact. It is the 
critical situation we find ourselves in today, 
and we need to face up to it quickly. To be 
quite blunt, if you are not at least dimly 
aware of these urgent problems, then you 
are living in some very strange bubble 
devoid of news. Either you are not paying 
attention, or something is wrong with your 
ability to see. There is a special place in hell [999 
reserved for those who refuse to give up the} 












elf-centered indifference that allows them 
o rest indefinitely on their cushions while 
the rest of the world goes to hell. 

I approach this from the perspective 
of a Buddhist. Buddhism encourages 
mindfulness and awareness, and it’s 
especially necessary today for that 

¿awareness to extend beyond our sitting 
cushions and dharma practice halls, to 
embrace a broader understanding of what 
is happening in our world, to our world 
—a world that cries out in pain. Like 
Kwan Yin, the enlightened archetype of 
compassion, we need to be able to hear 
that pain. 

Sometimes, we think that Buddhist 
meditation practice means “just seeing, just 
hearing” (just feeling is good! - concepts 
are bad). There are times and places in 
which we need to focus on immediate 
sensory and mental phenomena, yet such 
practices are by themselves incomplete, 
like a Buddhist awakening that liberates us 
without also motivating us to address the 
liberation of those around us. Otherwise, 
we may end up like the proverbial frogs 
at the bottom of a deep well, oblivious to 
the wider world that exists outside. If your 
spiritual practice makes you allergic to 
all concepts and abstractions, then you’d 
better be prepared to visit the South Pole 
to experience directly your own ozone-hole 
sunburn. And the Arctic tundra, to wallow 
personally in the melting permafrost mud. 
And the slums of Bogota and Rio de 
Janeiro, to see for yourself how families 
try to survive there. And Baghdad, to learn 
for yourself what “bringing democracy to 
the Middle East” means on the ground 








and a lot of other places as well, to become 
aware of what is happening in the world 
right now. 

Those of us who do not have the time, 
money or energy for such travel need to 
develop wider awareness in other ways, 
ways which do not rely on junk media or 
the Bush spin machine. We must employ 
our critical faculties to understand the 
enormous challenges facing the world we 
live in. Concepts and generalizations are 
not bad in themselves, Rejecting them is 
like blaming the victim, for the problem is 
in the way we misuse them. 

Believing that “mindfulness” means 
attentiveness only to one’s immediate 
surroundings and placing such limits on 
our awareness is really another version of 
the basic problem, which is our sense of 
separation from each other and from the 
world we are “in.” Алайа (non-self) means Ё 
that it is delusive to distinguish “one’s own 
best interests” from what is in the best 
interest of everyone. The world is not that 
kind of zero-sum game. That is why karma A 
works the way it does. Й 
There are two other common Buddhist 
responses to this argument, which try to 1 
justify focusing solely on one's own practice, 7. 
and enlightenment. The first is that we 

must tend to our own liberation before we 

can be of service to others; the second is 

that, because there are no sentient beings 

from the highest point of view — everything gy 

is ‘empty’ - we needn't worry about their 

fate, nor that of the biosphere. Neither of 
these answers will do, however, because in 
different ways, they are both dualistic half- 
truths at best. 
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To begin with, we can’t wait until we 
have overcome all our own suffering 
before addressing that of others because 
the world is speeding up, and events are 
not going to wait for you and me to attain 
great enlightenment. Since the degrees of 





с. enliehtenment are infinite (even the Buddha 
is only halfway there, according to a Zen 
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saying), we need to contribute whatever 
we can here and now. More precisely, we 

«need to do what we can, according to 
where we are in our practice right now. 
Furthermore, that objection 





52 misunderstands how spiritual practice 
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‘works. We don't wait until we overcome 


b our self-centeredness before engaging with 


the world; addressing the suffering of the 
wider world is how we overcome our 
self-centeredness. Contrary to common 
belief, bodbisattvas (spiritually developed 
beings) do not defer their own perfect 
'enlightenment in order to help others. 
Rather, helping others is how they perfect 
their enlightenment, because they know 
hat their own liberation ultimately cannot 
be distinguished from the liberation of 
others. We awaken from our own suffering 
то discover ourselves in a world full of 
suffering. To awaken is to realize that you 
are none other than that world. 
But it's all empty, right? Yes and no. 

То focus solely on the emptiness aspect is 
to dualize again and misunderstand the 
essential teaching of Mabayana (greater 
vehicle) Buddhism. Form is emptiness, but 
emptiness is also form. Phenomena have 





imanifests in one form or another; without 
anifestations it remains nothing, amounts 






о essence, yet our formless essential nature 





to nothing, has no meaning. Not to cherish 
the intricate web of life that the Earth 

has miraculously spun - which includes 
us, deluded as we are - is to denigrate 

the wondrous activity of the essential 
nature that we share with all other beings. 
Enlightenment is not about attaining some 
higher reality or transcendental dimension, 
but about realizing our essential oneness 
with the world, which is the same as 
realizing the emptiness of our self-being 
and acting accordingly. Without a healthy 
biosphere, the possible forms available 

to emptiness are much diminished. 
Without healthy societies, the possibilities 
for fulfilling human activity, including 
following the path to enlightenment, 

are damaged. 

What would the Buddha do? How 
would he respond to our situation? 

I sometimes wonder what he would think 
about Buddhism today. The Buddha never 
taught Buddhism; we can even say that he 
was not a Buddhist, just as Jesus was never 
а Christian. Shakyamuni Buddha taught 
the Пратта (natural law). Buddhism 
isn't what the Buddha taught, it's what the 
Buddha began. Buddhism as we know it 
is how the Dhamma and Sangha (spiritual 
assembly) developed over the centuries, in 
many different places and cultures. Would 
he be pleased with what his efforts begat? 

The Buddha’s teachings emphasize 
impermanence and insubstantiality. 

He wouldn’t be surprised by the history 

of constant change, or by the extraordinary 
adaptability that Buddhism has 
demonstrated wherever it has spread. 

He wouldn’t expect us to simply follow 











jand repeat his ways of teaching, nor to 
cling to the rules that evolved for regulating 
‘the Sangha in his day. Surely he would 
¿not want us to remain unaware of the 
challenges that face us collectively, nor 
would he expect his followers to ignore 

hem. In his time, the Sangha could largely 
ignore political struggles and social conflict 
by retreating back into the forest; today 

here is nowhere on Earth to hide that is 
not under some threat. The traditional 
duality between lay and ordained does not 
apply in this situation. Our fates cannot 
be distinguished. 

What would the Buddha do? Is the 
answer that we can’t know, because he’s 
not here? If the Buddha doesn’t live in us 
and as us, he is indeed dead. If those of us 
who are Buddhists are unable to answer 
that question for ourselves, Buddhism is 
dead. Or might as well be. The challenge 
is for people like you and me to apply the 
most important Buddhist teachings to our 
present situation. If those teachings do not 
work for understanding and addressing the 
global crises we face today, so much the 
worse for those teachings - maybe it’s time 
to get rid of them. 

But I do not think that is what is called 
for. The most distinctive Buddhist teaching 
is also the one that gives us the most insight 
into the collective crises confronting us: the 
relationship between dukkha and anatta 
— in other words, the connection between 
suffering (in the broadest sense) and the 
delusive sense of self. A sense of self is 
inevitably uncomfortable since, being a 
psychological construct, it is groundless, 
and the usual ways in which it tries to 
ground itself to feel more “real” just make 









things worse. This essential truth about 
the individual self is just as revealing about 
“collective selves," which also try to secure 
themselves by promoting their own group 
self-interest at the price of those outside. 
This gets to the heart of why sexism, 
racism, nationalism, militarism and species- 
ism (the alienation between human beings 
and the rest of the biosphere) are self- 
defeating: if our sense of separation is the 
problem, embracing our interdependence 
must be at the heart of any solution. Our 
rulers are failing so miserably because their 
policies embody and reinforce the delusion 
of separation, which is why they keep 
aggravating the world’s dukkha (suffering) 
rather than alleviating it. 

Such interdependence is not merely a 
realization to be cultivated on our cushions. 
A suffering world calls upon us to realize 
interdependence - to make it real - in 
the ways we actually live. This includes 
finding ways to confront institutionalized 
greed (our present economic system), 
institutionalized ill will (our militarism 
and punitive justice systems) and 
institutionalized delusion (the propaganda 
and advertising systems maintained by the 
media). It will not be easy to work out 
the best ways to challenge and transform 
these institutionalized evils. But Buddhist 
principles - whatever your background 
— provide important guides to doing so. 


David Loy is Besl Professor of ethics/ 
religion and society at Xavier University. 
His books include The Great Awakening: 
A Buddhist Social Theory and he is 
qualified as a Zen teacher in the Sanbo 
Kyodan tradition. 
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